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Continued from No. 26. 
resolution, and it accordingly lies over, under the 


rr. ADAMS asked the consent of the House to 
offer the following resolution. 

Mr. SMITH of Maine objected to the reception 
of any resolutions at this time. He had many pe- 
tions to present, and would not agree to the recep- 
tion of resolutions until the petitions were all re- 

ived. 

— ADAMS moved a suspension of the rules, 
and the resolution was read for information, as fol- 


ows: 

Resolved, That the investment in the stocks of 
the several States of this Union of funds held by 
the United States in trust, is, to the amount of the 
sums so invested, and of the interest thereon, an 
assumption by the United States, in the event of 
their failure punctually to pay the same. 

Resolued, That the purchase, by authority of any 
Executive Department of the Government of the 
United States, of the bonds of any of the States of 
this Union, at the nominal value, or with a pre- 
mium thereon, and thesubsequent sale of the same 
bonds at a discount, is an unwarrantable and a 
wasteful dilapidation of the public funds. 

Resolved, That it is the duty of the Executive 
Government of the United States to require of the 
Government of each and every State of tis Union, 
in whose stocks investments of the public moneys, 
held in trust by the Government of the United 
States, have been made, punc‘ual payment in spe- 
cie, or its equivalent, of the interest stipulated in 
the said stocks, and repayment of the principal, as 
soon as possible by the terms of the contracts upon 
which such contracts have generally been issued. 

Resolved, That the further investment of any 
public funds of the United States in stocks of the 
several States ought forthwith to be prohibited by 
law, and that the Committee of Ways and Means 
be instructed to report a bill for that purpose. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, and disagreed to. 

The resolution lies over. 

By Messrs. BURKE and WILLIAMS of New 
Hampshire. 

By Messrs. PARRIS, EVANS, and RAN- 
DALL of Maine. 

The SPEAKER stated that the call of the States 
for petitions had been completed; and that reports 
from committees were in order; when 

Mr. MASON of Ohio, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of 
David Deardeorff; and 

A bill for the relief of Cadwallader Wallace; 
which were read twice, and com nitted to the Com 
mittee of the Whole, and made the order of the day 
for to-morrow. 

On motion of Mr. MASON, the same commit- 
tee was discharged from the further consideration 
of sundry petitions in relation the purchase of 
alternate sections of land on the Miami, and the 
Wabash and Erie canals; and the petitions were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the same committee, re- 
me a bill to revive an act for the relief of Jas. 

udson; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Iowa, on 
the subject of pre-emptions to citizens, under cer- 
tain circumstances; which report was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. McKAY, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill relative to 
the transportation of the mail on steamboats and 
railroads, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McK. from the same committee, to which 
had been referred sundry petitions praying for the 
establishment of post routes, made a‘ long report, 
accompanied by a series of resolutions; which he 
moved to have printed, aud that the further con- 





sideration of the same be postponed till Monday 
next. 

The report having been read, 

Mr. McK. made some remarks explanatory of 
the same. 

The question was taken on printing the usual 
quantity of the report, and agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CONNOR, five thousand ad- 
ditional copies were ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the further con- 
sideration of the resolutions accompanying the re- 
port was postponed till Monday next, to come up 
after the call of the States for resolutions shall 
have been completed. 

Mr. TURNEY, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made an unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of Makuel Cruzat; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, reported 
back to the House, Senate bill entitled, An act to 
repeal the several sections of the act to limit the 
term of certain officers therein named, and for other 
purposes, approved 15th May, 1820; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims, reported back to the House, Senate bill 
entitled, An act for the relief of Pierre Menard 
and Joseph Placy, accompanied by a report; which, 


-with the Lill, was ordered to be printed, and re- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, reported 
the following resolution; which was read, and 
agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House, in a tabular form, 
the amount of money which has been paid from 
the Treasury, on Revolutionary claims (exclusive 
of pensions and gratuities) during each year, since 
the 27th of March, 1794, placing the principal and 
interest in separate columns, and arranged under 
the following separate heads, viz: Seven years’ 
half pay; loan office and other certificates presented; 
loan office and other certificates alleged 1o be lost 
or destroyed; , unliquidated claims; miscellaneous 
claims; and that he report how many of the 
said claims have been paid each year with 
interest, and how many without interest; and 
also the amount of the several classes of Re- 
volutionary certificates which are now outstanding 
and unsatisfied; and that the Secretary further re- 
port the amount, in money and land scrip, which 
has been paid each year since the date aforesaid, 
in satisfaction of the alleged liabilities of any of 
the States of the Union for Revolutionary services 
or expenditures; specifying the amount paid for 
each State, with a reference to the acts of Congress 
under which the payments were made. 

Mr. LEADBETTER, from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, reported back to the 
House, without amendment, Senate bill entitled an 
act for the relief of Samuel R. Slaymaker; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. R. GARLAND, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported back to the House, 
without amendment, Senate bill entitled an act for 
the relief of Jean Baptiste Comeau; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, and made 
the order of the day for to-morrow. 

Mr. G. also, from the same committee, reported 
back to the House, without amendment, Senate 
bill entitled an act for the relief of James L. 
Cochran. 

Mr. G. said the bill had been improperly referred 
to that committee, inasmuch as it was unnecssary. 
He therefore moved that the House concur in the 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. HALL made some remarks in opposition 
to the motion to concur; and 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi advocated the 
justness of the amendment of the Senate, and 
hoped the House would concur. 

At this stage of the proceeding, the House, ac- 
cording to order, took @ recess. 





EVENING SESSION. 

_ Mr. PETRIKIN asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion instructing the Commitgee on the Public Build- 
ings to inquire into the expediency of erecting a 
plain brick fire-proof building, connected with the 
War Department, for the use of the several bureaus 
therein named, and for the safe keeping of the re- 
cords thereof. 

Objected to. 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee on Re- 
volutionary Claims, reported the following bills, 
which were read twice, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of the widow and legal repre- 
sentatives of Lieutenant Lott Hall, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas Park; 

A bill for the relief of Apollos Cooper; 

A bill to authorize the payment of the seven 
years’ half pay due on account of the Revolution- 
ary services of Francis Epps, deceased. 

Mr. R. on leave, also made adverse reports in 
the cases of Mary O’Bannon, of the heirs of Samuel 
Gay, ofthe heirs of Levi Todd, of the heirs of 
Abraham Tipton, of Dolly Bacon, widow, etc. of 
the heirs of Joseph Olney, of the heirs of Colonel 
Wm. Fontaine. 

Mr. THOMAS of Maryland presented docu- 
ments in relation to the case of David Meyerle; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. CRAIG, it was ordered that 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims be dis- 
charged from the case of Prudence Barton, widow 
of Rufus Barton, deceased, and that leave be given 
to withdraw the same. 

The question then recurred on concurring with 
the Senate in their amendment to the House bill 
for the relief of James L. Cochran; which amend- 
ment strikes out the words making the land subject 
to private entry. 

Mr. HALL of Vermont moved that the bill and 
amendment be committed to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

A few remarks were made by Messrs. CROSS, 
PETRIKIN, and POPE, when Mr. P. moved the 
previous question, which was seconded. 

And the question being put, “Shall the main 
question be now taken?” there appeared ayes 70, 
noes 18; no quorum voling. 

The SPEAKER having here announced that the 
hour appropriated to reports and resolutions had 
expired— 

Mr. ATHERTON moved that the House pro- 
ceed to the orders of the day. 

Mr. ANDREWS and Mr. TALIAFERRO 
urged upon the House to suffer the call of the 
committee for reports to be completed. 

And the question having been taken, there ap- 
peared veas 69, noes 51; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HUBBARD inquired of the Speaker, what 
the orders of the day would be? 

The SPEAKER replied, the business on the 
Speaker’s table. [Among this business was the 
bill known as the Pre-emption bill—the question 
being on its engrossment. 

Mr. BRIGGS asked the yeas and nays on the 
motion that the House proceed to the orders of the 
day; which were ordered, and being taken, were— 
yeas 69, nays 74. 

So the House refused to proceed to the orders of 
the day. 

The question then recurred on ordering the 
main question to be taken on the bill for the re- 
lief of James L. Cochran; and it having been 
decided in the affirmative, the main question was 
ordered. 

Mr. STANLY asked the yeas and nays on the 
main question; which were ordered. 

And the main question (being on concurring 
with the Senate in their amendment striking out 
the words making the lands subject to private en- 
try) was then taken, and decided in the affirmative 
—yeas 87, nays 55, 

So the House concurred in the amendment of 
the Senate. rf . 
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The SPEAKER then [resumed the call upon the 
committees for reports; when 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported back to the House, without 
amendment, Senate bill, entitied An act for the re- 
lief of William Esteem; which was committed to 
the Gommittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Massachusetts, from the 
same committee, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Ebenezer Moore; and 

A bill for the relief of Rebecca Dudley, wife of 
Abraham Dudley; 
which bills were read twice, and appropriately 
committed. 

Mr. H. also, from the same committee, made an 
unfavorabie report in the case of John McLaugh- 
lin; which was erdered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FI. alro, from the same committee, reported 
back to the House, without amendment, Senate 
bill, enti¥ed An act for the relief of Charles Mc- 
Kenzie; which was committed. 

Mr. THOMPSON of South Carolina, from the 
Commitiee on Military Affairs, reported back to 
the House, with an amendment, Senate bill enti- 
tled"An act to provide for the settlement of the 
claim of the State of Maine for the services of her 
militia; and 

Also reported back to the Heuse, without 
amendment, Senate bill entitled An act for the re- 
lief of James M. Morgan; 
which bills were committed to the Committee of 
the Whole, and made the order of the day for to- 
morrow. 

Mr. T. from the same committee, which was in- 
structed to inguire into the propriety of increasing 
the pay of the volunteers, reported that it was in- 
oe to legisiate on the subject; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. T. from the same committee, reported a 
joint resolution to present a sword to Gen. Duncan 
L. Clinch; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. T. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred a memorial of the Legislature of the 
Territory of lowa, reported the following resolu- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

Resoived, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, directed to receive, and cause to be ex- 
amined, the muster rolls and other evidence of the 
claims of the Territory of Iowa for the expenses of 
a portion of the militia of the said Territory, called 
into service during the autumn of 1839; and that 
he report the same to Congress at the next session. 

Mr. 8. W. MORRIS, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
— Jordan; which was read twice, and comuit- 
ted. 

Mr. 8. W. M. from the same committee, report- 
ed back to the House, without amendment, Senate 
bill, entitled An act for the relief of Jacob Greaves; 
which was committed. 

Mr.8. W. M. also made an unfavorable report 
on the petition of Ira Faucher, Ephraim Beasly, 
Charles Griswold, Polly Churchill, Robert Mar- 
shall, and Thomas Moran; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr.S.STRONG, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a pill for the relief of Isaac Al- 
len; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr.8S. from thesame committee, made unfavora- 
ble reports on the petitions of Jacob Headrick, Na- 
thaniel Masters, James Campbell, and Uriah War- 
= which were severally ordered to lie on the ta- 

e. 

Mr. DOANE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to Jo- 
ae Nimbiett; which was read twice, and commit- 
ted. 
Mr. D. also made unfavorable reports on the pe- 
titions of C. Leming and Alexander McDonald; 
which were laid on the table. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported sundry bills, viz: 

A bill granting a pension to Jacob Shade; 

A bill granting a pension to Daniel Pratt; 

A bill for the relief of Burnet Burdsa!!; and 

A bill for the relief of Sarah Wildreth; 
which bills were severally read twice, and appro- 

iately committed. 

Mr. E. also, from the same committee, made 
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Mr. PALEN, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, reported 


A bill for the relief of James E. Hallock; and 
A bill for the relief of Henry Wells; 


which were read twice, and appropriately com- 
mitted. 


Mr. P. also made unfavorable reports on the 


petitions of Joseph Pulcefor, Moses Archer, Ste- | 
phen Richardson, and Amos Bull; which were 
orderéd to lie on the table. 7 
On motion of Mr. P. the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of Hagh Hammill, Pul- 


nam Farrington, Robert White, John Morgan, 
and Simeon S. Morsell; and they were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PETRIKIN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, reported the following 
resolution; which was agreed to, viz: 

Whereas, the Department is, at present, com- 
pelled to rent several buildings for the accomn.o- 
dation of the following bureaus, at an average rent 


equal to the interest of fifty thousand dollars, at 6 


per cent. per annum: 

1. Bureau of Pensions; 

2. de of Bounty Lands; 

3. do of the Paymaster General; 


sistence; 
do of Ordnance; 
do of the Surgeon General; 
do of Fortificationa; 
do of Topographical Engineers; 
- do of Army Clothing; 
none of which buildings are fire-proof, and if 


CMMIAN 


bureau alone containing maps and plans, the work 


not be replaced but at a cost of a large amount of 
money; therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds be instructed to inquire and to 
report to this House, the practicability of erecting 
a plain building, principally of brick, ccnnected 
with the present building occupied by the War De- 
partment, either in whole or in part fire-proof, the 


lars, for the accommodation of the several Bureaus 


thereof, 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER H. WILLIAMS, from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, report- 
ed a bill to provide for the repairs of the Potomac 
Bridge; which was twice read, and committed. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Pa- 
tents, reported a bill for the relief of John W. 
Faunce; and a bill for the relief of John J. Roane; 
which were read twice, and committed. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
reported a joint resolution directing a | 
further distribution of the Biennial Register; and to | 
amend the resolutions directing the publication | 


thereof; which was read twice, and 


After a few remarks by Mr. CRABB in opposi- 
tion to the resolution, and Mr. UNDERWOOD in | 
favor, it was committed to the whole House to- | 


morrow. 


Mr.W.0.BUTLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Colo- | 
nel William Piatt; which was twice read, and | 


committed. 


Mr. H. J. ANDERSON, from the Committee | 
on Naval Affairs, reported back to the House | 
without amendment Senate bill, entitled “An act | 
for the relief of Lieutenant John E. Bispham;” | 


which was committed. 


Mr. H. J. A. from the same committee, made | 


unfavorable reports on the petitions of John A. 
Dickason, William Boerum, and Zebulon Wade: 
Laid on the table. 


Mr. H. from the same committee, reported a | 


bill for the relief of Elizabeth Champney, and 
A bill for the relief of Samuel Hambleton; 


which were read twice, and appropriately com- | 


mitted. 


do ofthe Commissary General of Sub- | 


destroyed with their contents, would be a loss | 
which could not be repaid, the Topographical | 


of years and of great importance, and which could | 


cost of which shall not exceed sixty thousand dol- | 


before named, and the safe-keeping of the records | 


unfavorable reports on the petitions of William | 
Ball, Daniel Fielding, and Ab:aham Pray; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


















On motion of Mr. A. the same committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
resolutions of the common council of Brooklyn, jn 
the State of New York, in relation to the Dry 
Dock at that city; also, from the memorial of citi. 
izens of Sherborne, Chenango, Oneida, and Colum. 
bia counties, in the State of New York, in rela. 
tion to the use of intoxicating drinks in the army 
and navy, and among the Indians; and that said 
memorials do lie on the table. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs,reported the following bills; which were 
read twice, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Allen Rogers, of Maine, 

A bill for the relief of Harriett Barney, of Ken. 
tucky. 

Mr. HOLLEMAN, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, made an unfavorable report on the pe- 
tition of Thomas Bingey and Ignatius Lucas, 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of William Harper; which was read twice, anj 
committed. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the same committee, 
reported back to the House, without amendment, 
Senate bills of the following titles; which were 
committed to the Commitiee of the Whole, viz: 

An act for the relief of Margaret Barnes, widow 
of Elijah Barnes; 

An act granting a pension to Daniel Waller; 

An act for the relief of Joseph Bassett; 

An act for the relief of Samuel Collins; 

An act granting a pension to Hannah Leighton; 

An act for the relief of Tylor Spafford; 

An aet for the relief of Mary Neal, widow oj 
Samuel Neal, deceased; and 

An act granting a pension to Pamela Allen, wi- 
dow of the late Samuel Allen, a soldier of the Revo- 
lution. 

Mr. T. from the same committce, made unfavyo- 
rable reports on the petitions of Sarah Rockwell, 
Henrietta Davenport, Tnomas Bootman, Jacob 
Wiley, Archil Johnson, Hampton Stokes, James 
Fisher, William Oliver, Benjamin Lyon, Hannah 
Waldo, William B. Davis, Agnes Smith, John 
Savage, Mary Crysell, Nancy Williams, Thomas 
Hughart, Elizabeth White, and Nathan Eartbrook; 
which were severally ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIES of Pennsylvania, from the Con- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill 
for the relief of Edward Patnam; which was read 
twice, and committed. 

Mr. ANDREWS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of David Freelove; which 
was read twice, and committed. 

On motion of Mr, A. the same committee was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petitions ‘of Elijah Barden, and David Mullery; 
and they were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief ot 
the legal representatives’of Col. John Stone, late of 
the Revolutionary war, deceased, which was read 
twice, by its tile, and committed to a Committee o! 
the Whole House, and made the order of the day for 
to-morrow. 

Mr. C. asked to be discharged from the conside- 
ration of the petition of Joseph McMillen, of Vir- 
ginia; also, the petition of Catharine Shannon, 
widow of Robert Shannon; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. MONROE, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill authorizing the construction 
of a steam vessel, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War; which was read twice, and commit 
ted to the Committe2 of the Whole on the state ol 
the Union. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, made an unfavorable report on the pe- 
tition of James S. Blount; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Commitiee of Claims, 
made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Thomas Tutum; which was read and laid on the 
table. 

On motien of Mr. RUSSELL, the Committee 0! 
Claims was discharged from the further considera 
tion of the petition of Uriel Sebill; which was 0! 
dered to lie on the table, 
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Mr. R. from the same committee, reported back 
to the House, Senate bill entitled, An act for the 
relief of Joseph Paxton, accompanied by a report, 
in writing, recommending that said bill be rejected. 

Also, reported back to the House, Senate bill en- 
titled, An act for the relief of Adam D. Stewart, 
with a report, in writing, recommending that said 
pill be rejected. 

Also, reported back to the House Senate bill enti- 
tled an act for the relief of N. G. Hamilton, accom- 
panied by a report recommending that said bill do 
not pass: 
which bills were severally referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and made the order of the day 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, from the Committee of Claims, 
made unfavorable reports on the petitions of Bowie, 
Kurtz, and others, owners of the ship Allegheny; 
Enos Soper, Nathan Coats, Samnel S. Sayles, ani 


Charles S. Little; which were severally ordered to | 


lieon the table. 


Mr. GENTRY, from the Committee of Claims, | 


reported a bill for the relief of John E. Alexander; 
which was read twice, and committed. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee of Claims, | 


made an unfavorable report on the petition of 
Joseph Sasser; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

On motion of Mr. BOTTS, the Committee of 
Commerce was discharged from the further consi- 
eration of the petition of Ferdinand Clark; and it 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TOLAND, from the Committee of Com- 
merce, reported a bill making appropriations for 
the erection of custom-houses and public store- 
houses; which was read twice, and committed, 

Mr. WHITE jof Louisiana, from the Commit- 
tee of Commerce, reported a bi!l to establish ports 
ofentry in the States of Arkansas and Missouri, 
and to allow debenture on foreign goods conveyed 
over land from such ports to Mexico, accompanied 
by a report; which was read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BEIRNE, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported back to the House, 
wi'hout amendment, Senate bill, entitled An act 
for the relief of Casper W. Weaver; which was 
committed. 

On motion of Mr. BEIRNE, the Committee for 
the District of Columbia was discharged fr m the 
farther consideration of the petition of William 
Wheatley, and it was ordered to lie on the table. 
Then, 

On motion of Mr. WELLER, 

The House, at 6 o’clock, p. m. adjourned. 





IN SENATE, 
Torspay, May 26, 1840. 

The CHAIR submitted a report from the Secre- 
tary of War, incompliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 20th of April, 1836, relative to 
sites for fortifications on the coast of Mississippi; 


which was referred to the Committee on Military - 


Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented documents in rela- 
tion to the claim of Thankful Reynolds; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petititon of Pru- 
dence Barton; which was presented to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. MERRICK, from the Committee on the | 


District of Columbia, reported 

A bill for the relief of John Carter, and 

A bill to amend the charter of the city of Alex- 
dria; which were severally read, and ordered toa 
second reading. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the House bill 
for the relief of certain settlerson the Salt Lick 
Reservation, in the Western district of Tennessee, 
reported the same without amendment, 

Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was refefred the bill for the relief 
of General Duncan L, Clinch, reported the same 
Without amendment. : 

Mr. SEVIER gave notice, that, to-morrow he 
would ask leave to intoduce a resolution to amend 
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the rules so as to compel the attendance of Senators 
at the hour to which the Senate stands adjourned. 


The bill to quiet the titles of several claimants | 
to lands in the States of Missouri and Arkansas, | 


and for ether purposes, was taken up and consider- 
ed as in committee of the whole, and after some 
remarks from Messrs. LINN and WEBSTER, 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill to authorize the Legislature of the State 
of Louisiana to sell the lands heretofore appro- 
priated for the use of schools within that State, was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill to perfect the titles to lands south of the 
Arkansas river, held under New Madrid locaticns, 
and pre-emption rights under the act of 1814: or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury to refund the duties collected in the French 
ship Alexander: ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

The bill for the benefit of the Howard Institution 
of the City of Washington, was, after some remarks 
from Messrs. MERRICK and TAPPAN, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill authorizing the States to tax any lands 
within their limits sold by the United States, was, 
afier some remarks from Messrs. LINN, SE- 
VIER, NORYELL, HENDERSON, WHITE, and 
YOUNG, passed over informally. 

GENERAL BANKRUPT LAW. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy, the 
question being on Mr. Wa v’s motion to strike out 
the original bill, and insert a substitute. 

Mr. BENTON addressed tie Senate at great 
length in opposition to the bill reported by the ma- 
jority of the Committee on the Judiciary, and ex- 
pressed his determination to vote for the substitute 
submitted by Mr. Watt, with certain modifica- 


| tions. 


The bill was then informally passed over, and 
The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turspay, May 26, 1840. 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana said, upon an examina- 
tion of the yeas and nays, on the propostion to in- 
struct the Committee of Ways and Means to report 
a bill for the continuation of the Cumberland road 
in the States of Indiana, Ohio, and Illinois, he 
found that his name had been omitied. He 
was firmly impressed with the belief that he had 
responded to the ca!l'of the Clerk, and voted for the 


instructions. If he did not do it, it was certainly his | 
He | 


intention to have voted for the instructions. 
therefore hoped the House would permit him to 
have his vo'e recorded in favor of the instruc- 
tiens. 

Itrequired the unanimous consent of the House 
to amend the journal in that particular; and 

Mr. CRANSTON having objected, on the ground 
that it might lead to abuses, the request of Mr. 8. 
was refused. 

Mr. CROCKETT, by universal consent, pre- 
sented the following resolution, which was read, 
and agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
and prepriety of allowing pay to Littlejohn Wil- 
kins, John Lynch, Wm. P. Ford, and Alexander 
H. Patrick, late members of Captain Baker’s com- 
pany, Tennessee volunteers, in service of the 
United States, in Florida, in 1836, for their horses 
and equipage turned over to Government. 

Mr. BLACKWELL, by the general consent of 
the House, presented the following resolution, which 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions inquire into the expediency of granting a pen- 
sion to James S. Hall, of Tennessee, and that the 
papers in the case be referred to the said com- 
mittee. 

Mr.CHINN, by the general consent of the House, 
prsented the following resolution, which was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
communicate to this House a copy of the charges 
preferred by Dr. John Baldwin, acitizen of the 
Siate of Louisiana, against Marmaduke Bur- 
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roughs, Consul at Vera Cruz, together with all 
such correspondence and proceedings as may have 
grown out of the same. 

Mr. GIDDINGS moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to present to the House a reso- 
lation, which was read for information, as follows, 
viz: 

_ Whereas a printed pamphlet has recently been 
circulated in this city purporting to be an address 
of Amos Kendall to the people of the United 


| States; which pamphlet charges a portion of the 


members ef this House with “causing the public 
business to be delayed,” “the publie faith violated,” 
with “practising unheard-of abuses,” and “with 
violating the laws,” and of other practices deroga- 
tory to the character of the members of this House: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to inform this House, whether the said 
Amos Kendall continued to exercise the duties of 
Postmaster General on the 2ist day of May, 1£40, 
being the day of publishing the said pamphlet. If 
not, on what day did his commission with said of- 
fice cease. 

Mr. GIDDINGS demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules; which having 


been ordered, were—yeas 60, nays 102, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, John W. Allen, Barnard, Bell, Bond, 
Calhoun, William B. Campbell, Carter, Chinn, Clark, Cran- 
ston, Crockett, Edward Davies, Dawsen, Deberry, Dennis, 
Dellet, Evans, Gentry, Giddings, Goode, Graham, Graves, 


| Green, Hall, William 8. Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Hunt, 


James, Charles Johnston, Cave Johnson, Kempshall, Lincoln, 
McCarty, Mason, Morgan, Calvary Morris, Ogle, Osborne, 
Paleu, Proffit, Randolph, Ridgway, Russell, Sergeant, Slade, 
Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Stanly, Storrs, Scuart, Talia- 
ferro, Toland, Tripleu, Trumbull, Turney, Edward D. White, 
Thomas W. Williams, and Lewis Williams—60. 

NAYS—Messrs. Hugh J. Anderson, Andrews, Atherton, 
Banks, Beatty, Blackwell, Boyd, Briggs, Burke, Sampson H. 
Buller, Bynum, Carr, Carroll, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, 
Coles, Connor, Mark A. Cooper, William R. Cooper, Crabb, 
Craig, Crary, Cross, Cushing, Dana, Joho Davia, John W. Da- 
vis, Doan, Doig, Dromgoole, Duncan, Eastman, Ely, Everett, 
Fine, Fictcher, Floyd, Fornance, James Garland, Rice Gar- 
land, Gerry, Goggin, Griffin, Hammond, Hand, John Hastings, 
Hillen, Hook, Hopkins, Howard, Hubbard, Jackson, Jameson, 
John W. Jones, Keim, Kille, Lowell, Lucas, McClellan, Me 
Culloch, McKay, Mallory, Marchand, Miller, Montanya, Mont- 
gomery, Nisbet, Parrish, Parmenter, Paynter, Petrikin, Pren- 
tiss, Ramsey, Rariden, Reynolds, Rhett, Edward Rogers, 
James Rogers, Ryall, Samuels, Shaw, Shepard, John Smith, 
Starkweather, Steenrod, Strong, Sumter, Swearingen, Sweney, 
Taylor, Francis Thomas, David D. Wagener, Watterson, 
Weller, John White, Wick, Jared W. Williams, Henry Wil- 
liam’, Joseph L, Williams, Christopher H. Williamea, and 
Wise—102. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

The SPEAKER then called the committees for 
1eports; when 

Mr.jHILLEN, from the Committee on Com- 
maree, to which had been referred memorials from 
pilots of New York, Pennsylvania, Baltimore, Nor- 
folk, and Charleston, praying for the repeal of the 
law of March 2d, 1837, concerning pilots, offered 
to make a report from said committee, accompa- 
nied by a bill to repeal said law; which he asked to 
have read. 

Mr. CURTIS objected to its reception, on the 
ground (as a question of order) that it was not the 
report of the majority of the committee—he him- 
self having been instructed by the majority of that 
committee to make a report of a directly contrary 
character. ; 

The report offered by the gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. Hitten] had, Mr. C. said, once been 
the report of the majority of the committee; but 
the vote had, subsequent to its adoption, and before 
the report had been made to the House, been re- 
considered by the committee, in consequence of ad- 
ditional information having been produced, and a 
large number of remonstrances having been re- 
ferred to the committee at a date subsequent to the 
adoption of the said report. — 

Mr. C. referred to the parliamentary law, (page 
135 of the Manual,) where it is laid down that re- 
ports once passed by a committee cannot be al- 
tered, exeept by the House, their votes being bind- 
ing upon them; and contended that this rule had no 
application, under that law, to the standing com- 
mittees, but to the Committee of the Whole. The 
point was now presented whether there could be 
two majority reports from the same committee, the 
one being direct y adverse to the other. c 

Mr. HILLEN contended that the reconsidera- 
tion was a direct violation of the rules; that the 
whole subject matter contained in the remonstrafices 
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spoken of had, in substance, been before the corr- 
mittee previous to the adoption of the report which 
he had offered; and that the proper course for the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Curtis] to have 
pursued, would have been to have heard it read, 
ane then to have moved its recommitment, offering 
as an argument in favor of the motion, that new 
testimony had been introduced—though, in fact, 
Mr. H. contended, no new testimony had been in- 
troduced, the committee having, in substance, the 
whole of it before them when they agreed upon 
report. 

Some explanations followed between Messrs. 
CURTIS and HILLEN as to the proceedings 
which took place in committee, and as to certain 
conversations which passed between them in rela- 
tion thereto. 

Mr. TOLAND submitied that the House had 
nothing to do with the proceedings in committee, 
and the only question for the House to decide was, 
whether, having taken a vote, the committe2 had 
the power to reconsider it. The proposition was 
too plain, he thought, to need discussion. 

Mr. RUSSELL argued generally on the power 
of the committee to reconsider, and insisted on their 
right to do sc. He had not concluded when, the 
morning hour having expired, 

On motion of Mr. PROFFIT, 

The House passed to the orders of the day. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States in re- 
tion to certain presents transmitted to him by the 
Saltan of Muscat, and suggesting legislative pro- 
vision for such cases. Referred, on motion of Mr. 
CUSHING, to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

[The message was published in the Senate pro- 
ceedings of yesterday. 

PRE-EMPTION BILL. 

The SPEAKER announced that the next busi- 
ness in order was the bill granting pre-emption 
rights to settlers on the public lands. The ques- 
tion immediately pending was the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. 
Lincoin, as follows: 

“* Strike out all after the word ‘ extended,’ in the 
7th line of the 5th section, and insert— 

“‘To every actual settler on the public lands, 
being the head of a family, or over twenty-one 
years of age, who was in possession,and a house- 
holder by personal residence thereon, at the time of 
passage of this act, and for four months next pre- 
ceding, with the same exceptions, whether general 
or special, and subject to all the limitations and 
conditions contained in the above recited act, and 
with the explanatery provisions of the preceding 
sections: Provided, however, That the provisions of 
this act shall not give a right of pre-emption to any 
lands subject to sale by private entry at the time of 
the passage hereof: nd provided, further, That the 
continuance hereby in force of the act to which 
this is supplemental, shall not be construed to ex- 
tend the time to any settler who has a right of pre- 
emption under that act, in which to make his entry 
payment for said land, and perfect his title 
thereto, but the same shall be done in the same 
time and manner as if this act had not been 

” 
: Mr. LINCOLN then addressed the House at 
great length in opposition to the bill as it then 
stood, and in support of his amendment, which he 
considered would remove the objection. He took 
a general review of the past policy of the Govern- 
ment in relation to the principle of pre-emption; 
and although he was willing to leave that principle 
as it now stood, he could not consent to an exten- 
sion of it. He then examined the bill by sections, 
and with much earnestness contended that its ope- 
ration would be extremely unjust and unequal. In 
taking a review of all the laws passed on the sub- 
ject, he showed that every one of them required a 
previous residence on the land before the privilege 
was granted, but that this bill contained an entirely 
new principle, and gave the right to all such per- 
sons who might be found on the land at the time of 
the passage of this act, without requiring any proof 
of previous residence. He regarded the bill as cal- 
culated to produce the most injurious results, and 
that it was ap innovation of the legislation of for- 
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mer Congresses, containing in every section either 
an extension of old rights, or the ereation of new 
ones. 

At this stage of the remarks, the SPEAKER an- 
nounced that the House would, accerding to order, 
take a recess. 

EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. LINCOLN concluded his remarks in oppo- 
sition to the bill. His remarks will be published 
hereafter in fal). 

Mr. WHITE said it was his conviction that the 
bill was calculated to encourage fraud and afford 
facilities for the commission of the most corrept 
perjury. He thought it a measure of the most 
odious character, and fraught with the most in- 
jurious consequences. The tendency of the 
course of those who advocated it, was in direct 
opposition to the best interests of the country. 
The operation of the measure would be immoral, 
unconstitutional ; it would diminish the revenue; 
and its provisions were such that he who had 
least honesty would make the most out of it. Mr. 
W. denounced the pre-emplion seitlers as in- 
truders, who had seized on the most eligible places 
when they had done nothing, nor encountered any 
They were in no fear, like the 
early settlers, from the Indians, for now there was 
a standing army beyond the limits of the Territory 
to protect them; yes, to protect these very in- 
truders. Had notthe old Siates been taxed to pay 
for those Indian wars? And yet these intruders 
went and reaped all the benefit. If this measure 
was honest and fair, then he would vote 
for it; but if this bill were passed, it would 
encourage fraud between debtor and creditor, and 
its operation would be immoral, as the report of 
the public officer of Louisiana, just read, showed 
that perjury of the most unblushing character was 
invited. It was unconstitutional, because it was 
opposed to that clause of the Constitution which 
guarantied equal rights; and it was a robbery, be- 
cause it would take away that which belonged to 
others. Mr. W. illustrated the position he had 
taken at some leugth, and concluded by denouncing 
the bill as partial and unfair. He contended that 
such a subject, involving millions of the public 
money, Ought not to be dealt with in this partial 
way. If we were to have a pre-emption law, let it 
be one of a permanent and impartial character. 

Mr. HUBBARD, having with some difficulty ob- 
tained the floor, said he would make afew remarks 
in reply to the opponents of the bill, after which he 
would move the previous qnestion. He considered 
it due to the supporters of the bill, that some ex- 
planation should be made, to show how very weak 
the objections were which had been urged againstit. 

Mr. H. then examined the various exceptions 
taken by Messrs. Lincotn and Wuire to the bill, 
and explained its intended operation. He said it 
was very natural that gentlemen not acquainted 
with the Western country should start objections of 
that character; but to those who knew how matters 
really were, the bill could not fail to be satisfactory. 
He noticed and replied to all the objection seriatim, 
but the uproar in the Hall was so great that the 
Reporter failed in getting the argument. On con- 
cluding, however, Mr. H. claimed to have tri- 
umphantly answered every objection, and that he 
had “squared off” with both the gentleman from 
Kentucky and the gentleman from Massachusetis. 
Mr. H. concluded by moving the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOWARD suggested that the House should 
adjourn and let the question be taken on the bill 
to morrow. 

Mr. L. WILLIAMS moved that the House ad- 
journ; and on that motion 

Mr. CHAPMAN of Alabama demanded the 
yeas and nays; which having been ordered, were— 
yeas 67, nays 87. 

So the House resused to adjourn. 

Mr. L. WILLIAMS moved a call of the House, 
and on that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays; which the House refused on count, yeas 47, 
nays 114. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered. 

Mr. WELLER demanded the yeas and nays on 
the main guestion—which main question would be 


| 
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first on the adoption of the amendment of Mr. 


| Lincotn, and then on ordering the bill to be en- 


grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. ANDREWS again moved that the House 
adjourn; which motion was disagreed to—yeas 55 
nays 98. ; 

Mr. LINCOLN modified his amendment so as 
to amend the bill, by striking out all after the 
word “extended” in the 7th line of the 5th section, 
and{inserting, “to every actual settler of the pub- 
lic lands, being the head of a family or over twenty. 
one years of age, who was in possession of a 
household, by personal residence thereon, at the 
lume of the passage of this act, and from the first of 
April next preceding, with the same exceptions, 
whether general or special, and subject to all the 
limitations and conditions contained in the above 
recited act, and with the explanatory provisions of 
the preceding sections. Provided, however, that 
the provisions of this act shall not give a right of 
pre-emption to any lands subject to sale by private 
entry, at the time of the passage hereof. And 
provided further, that the continuance hereby jn 
force of the act to which this is supplimental, shall 
not be construed so as to extend the time to any 
settler who hasa right of pre-emption under that 
act, in which to make his entry and payment for 
said land, and perfect his title thereto, but the 
same shall be done in the same time and manner as 
if this act had not been passed.” 

The yeas and nays having been ordered on the 
adoption of the above amendment, were taken, and 
were—yeas 86, nays 97, as follows: 

YEAS-—-Messts. Alford, John W. Allen, Andrews, Banks, 
Baker, Bond, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bynum, Cal. 
houn, John Campbell, William B. Campbell, Carter, 
Clark, Coles, Connor, James Cooper, Mark A. Ccoper, 
Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Garret Davis, Dawson, De. 
berry, Dennis, Dromgvole, Edwards, Everett, Fisher, James 
Garland, Rice Garland, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Goode, Gra 
ham, Graves, Green, Griffin, Grinnell, Habersham, Hal!, Wm 
8. Hastings, Hawes, Hawkins, Hill of North Carolina, Holres, 
Hunt, Charles Johnsion, Cave Johnson, Kempshall, King. 
Lincoln, Mason, Montgomery, Nisbet, Ogle, Osborne, Ran, 
dolph, Rayner, Russell, Saltonstall, Samuels, Sergeant, She 
pard, Slade, Truman Smith, Stanly, Storrs, Sumter, Talia 
ferro, Waddy Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Triplett, Trum 
bull, Underwood, Warren, Edward D. White, John White. 
Thomas W. Williams, Lewis Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
Christopher H. Williams, and Wise—&6. 

NAYS—Messrs, Hugh J. Anderson, Atherton, Beatty, Black 
Blackwell, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burke, 
William O. Butler, Carr, Carroll, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, 
William R. Cooper, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Cross, Cushing, 
Dana, John Davis, Dickerson, Dellet, Doan, Doig, Duncan, 
Earl, Eastman, Ely, Fine, Floyd, Galbraith, Hand, J. Hastings, 
Henry, Hillen, Holleman, Hopkins, Howard, Hubbard, Jackson, 
Jameson, Keim, Kille, Leadbetter, Leet, Leonard, Lewis, 
Lowell, Lucas, McClellan, McCulloh, McKay, Mallory, Mar. 
chand, Medill, Miller, Montanya, Samuel W. Morris, Parrish, 
Parmenter, Parris, Petrikin, Pope, Prentiss, Proffit, Ramsey, 
Reynolds, Rhett, Ridgway, Rives, Ed. Rogers, Ryall, Shaw, 
A. Smith, Tho. Smith, Starkweather, Steenrod, Strong, Stuart, 
Swearingen, Sweney, Taylor, Francis Thomas, P. F. Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, Turney, Vroom, David D. Wagener, Wat: 


terson, Weller, Wick, Jared W. Williams, and Henry Wil 
ia ms—97. 


So the amendment was rejecied. 

The question then recurring on ordering the bill 
to engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. R. GARLAND demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were not ordered. 

Mr. TURNEY moved to reconsider the vote re- 
fusing the yeas and nays; and, after a few remarks 
by Messrs. WISE, R.GARLAND, BRIGGS, and 
TURNEY, the question was iaken and decided in 
the negative—ayes 197, noes 24. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and having been engrossed, and the 
question then being, “Shall the bill pass?’ 

Mr. BOYD demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, 

Mr. WISE said if he could be satisfied that this 
bill, if passed, would be for the benefit of the poor, 
actual settler, he would vote ‘for it. He would 
rather give the land to the poor settler for nothing, 
than sell the prime -Jands at $1 25 per acre. He 
said there were two definitions of the words poor 
settler; by one it was meant a speculator; and by 
another definition in the vocabulary, it means some- 
times amember of Congress. He disclaimed ap- 


plying to any member of the present session, oF 
any part, the definition of speculator, though he 
believed, according to the vocabulary, such was 
one of the definitions. 

Mr. CASEY demanded the previous question on 
the passage of the bill, which was seconded; and 
the main question{having been erdered, it was (a- 
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and resulted—yeas 126, nays 64, as follows: 





YEAS—Messsrs. Alford, J. W. Allen, H. J. Anderson, Ather- 


ton, Beatty, Beirne, Bell, Black, Blackwell, Boyd, Aaron V. 
Brown, Albert @. Brown, Burke, William O. Butler, William 
g. Campbell, Carr, Carter, Casey, Chapman, Chinn, Clark, 
Clifford, Mark A. Cooper, William R. Cooper, Crabb, Craig, 
Crary, Crockett, Cross, Curtis, Cushing, Dana, John Davis, 
Garret Davis, Dellet, Doan, Doig, Dromgoole, Duncan, Earl, 
Fastman, Ely, Fine, Floyd, Galbraith, Rice Garland, Giddings, 
Goode, Green, Hand, John Hastings Henry, Hillen, Holleman, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubbard, Jackson, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
Keim, Kille, Leadbetter, Leet, Leonard, Lewis, Lowell, Lucas, 
McClellan, McCulloch, McKay, Mallory, Marchand, Mason, 
Medill, Miller, Montauya, Samuel W. Morris, Parish, Parmen- 
er, Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, Pope, Prentiss, Proffit, Ramsey, 
Rariden, Reynolds, Rhett, Ridgway, Rives, Edward Rogers, 
Ryall, Shaw, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Starkweather, 
swenrod, Strong, Stuart, Sumter, Swearingen, Sweney, Taylor, 
Francis Thomas, Philip F. Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Triplett, 
Turney, Vroom, David D. Wagener, Watterson, Weller, Ed- 
ward D. White, Wick, Jared W. Willams, Henry Williams, 
Jyseph L. Williams, and Christopher H. Williams—126. 
~ NAYS—Messrs. Andrews, Banks, Baker, Bond, Botts, Briggs, 
Brockway, Calhoun, John Campbell, Coles, Connor, James 
Cooper, Cranston, Dawson, Deberry, Dennis, Edwards, Eve- 
rett, Fisher, James Garland, Goggin, Graham, Graves, Griffin, 
Grinnell, Habersham, Hall, William 8. Hastings, Hawes, Haw- 
kins, Hill of Virginia, Hill of North Carolina, Holmes, Chas. 
Johnston, Kempshall, King, Lincoln, Montgomery, Nisbet, 
Ogle, Osborne, Ranpolph, Rayner, James Rogers, Russell, Sal- 
tonstal, Samuels, Sergeant, Shepard, Slade, Truman Smith, 
Bian'y, Storrs, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Tillinghast, To- 
jand, Trumbull, Underwood, Warren, John White, ‘Thomas W 
Williams, Lewis Williams, and Wise—46, 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion, the House then, at 9 o’clock, p. m. 


adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Wepnespay, May 27, 1840. 


Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of Nathaniel 
Niles for additional compensation for diplomatic 
services; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial of the 
religious society of Friends, commonly called Qua- 
kers, of the States of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
and Delaware, praying the adoption of measures 
for the suppression of the African slave trade ua- 
der the American flag; which was laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. B. also presented a memorial signed by the 
presidents of the various insurance companies of 
Philadelphia, and ‘other citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying an appropriation for the repair of the 
wharf and piers at Port Penn; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. YOUNG presented four memorials signed 


by numerous citizens of Illinois, praying a grant | 


of public land for the improvement of Rock river; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented four memorials, sign- 
ed by numerous inhabitants of the northern frontier 
of the United States, praying an appropriation for 
the construction of a ship canal around the falls of 
Niagara. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the memorial of Henry 
B. Goodyear and others, praying a grant of land 
for the purpose of forming a settlement on the 
island of West Mattacumba, on the coast of Flo- 
rida; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Mr. D. also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Beaver county, Pennsylvania, praying the abolition 
of slavery and the slave trade, the question on the 
reception of which was, on motion by Mr. SE- 
VIER, laid on the table. 

Mr. YOUNG presented a petition for the release 
W. L. Mackenzie; and 

Mr. NORVELL presented a similar petition; 
which were respectively laid on the table. 

Mr. PIERCE, by direction of the Committee on 
Pensions, moved that leave be granted to that com- 
mittee to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 


Mr. P. remarked that it would be much more 
agreeable to himself and the gentlemen associated 
with him to remain in their places, andatiend to 
the interesting debate now jn progress, that to de- 
vote themselves to the labors of a committee room. 
But since the one hundred and twenty bills grant- 
ing pensions in individual cases came up from the 
House of Representatives in a single day, it had 
become perfectly obvious that they could not be- 
stow upon the claims the attention due alike to the 
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Goveinment and the claimants, without the indul- 


gence indicated. 

The questicn was then taken on granting the 
leave, and unanimously agreed to. 

The bill for the relief ef General Duncan L. 
Clinch; 

The bill to quiet the tides of several claimants to 
lands in the States of Missour: and Arkansas, and 
for other purposes; 

The bill to authorize the Legislature of the State 
of Louisiana to sell the lands heretofore appro- 
priated for the use of schools within that State; 

The bill to perfect the titles to lands south of the 
Arkansas river, held under New Madrid locations, 
and pre-emption righ's under the act of 1814; 

The bill to authorize the Secretary of the Trea- 
sury to refund the duties collected in the French 
ship Alexander; 
were severally read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the vote on the 
passage of the bill for the relief of Gen. Duncan L. 
Clinch was reconsidered, and it was then laid on the 
table. 

The bill for the benefit of the Howard Institu- 
tion of the city of Washington, was taken up on 
its third reading. 

Mr. ALLEN wished some information as to the 
character and objects of this institution for which 
so large an amount of the public money was to be 
appropriated. 

Afier some remarks from Mr. MERRICK in 

reply, 
Mr. ALLEN opposed the bill at some length. 
It was bestowing the money on an‘association whose 
objects and modes of action were entirely unknown 
to the Senate. 


Mr. HUBBARD said: I do not desire, for my- 
self, any more information, to enable me to vote 
upon the bill before the Senate, than what the terms 
of the bill itself convey. I have heard it read— 
and that is enough for me. The bill directs the 
Commissioner of the Public Buildings to select 
from lots of land owned by the General Govern- 
ment, in this city, and to appraise them, and to 
convey to the Howard Instituuon the lots thus ap- 
praised, to the value of five thousand dollars, for 
the sole use and benefit of said institution: in other 
words, the bill proposes to take of the public pro- 
perty the amount of five thousand dollars, and to 
give the same to a private, local corporation, 
within the city cf Washington. Now, sir, I ut- 
terly deny the power of Congress to take from the 
public Treasury the property of the whole people, 
and to bestow the same, in charity, to any private 
individual or to any public institution. This Go- 
vernment was organized for no such object—the 
Constitution has imparted to Congress no such au- 
thority. If a proposition was made to take a like 
sum from the Treasury, and to grant it to a similar 
institu'ion within my own State, it would strike 
every member of the Senate, as it should do, with 
utter astonishment. 
whole people—to abstract any portion of the pub- 
lic funds, and give to any private association, 
within this District—cannot fail to excite in my 
minind equal astonishment. We have had these ap- 
peals made to Congiess over and over again. We 
have been told so often of the noble generosity of 
the original proprietors, in granting the alternate 
lots of this city to the General Government, that 
the story has become stale and _ unprofita- 
ble. What would these lots have been 
worth to those same proprietors, if this 
place had not been established as the capital 
of the Federal Government. What has Congress 
done for this city, and for this District? I will not, 
on this occasion, atiempt to state. But I should 
like to see an honest account stated between the 
Treasury and the District of Columbia. I would 
like to learn if there rests the least obligation on 
the part of this Government, on account of what 
has been so often called the generous liberality of 
the original proprietors of this city. Sir, we are in 
error upon this whole matter. We have paid for 
every public square now owned by the Govern- 
ment—a price per acre beyond its value at the time 
of the location of the seat of Government. We 
have, it is true, received the alternate lots without 
price. But, sir, need I argue to this Senate that 
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sucha donation, in point of interest, was the best 


bargain that ever those proprietors could have 
made, for themselves or for the District? There are 
two sides to this account; and if Senators have not 
already made themselves acquainted with all the 
facts, they should do it, before they suffer them- 
selves to be influenced by the consideration that 
the General Government are under pecuniary obli- 
gations to this city, and to the original grantors of 
this public property. Before they yield their as- 
sent to the assertion that we are indebted for favors 
already received, let the account be stated—let it 
be known what has been expended by the Govern- 
ment for this District, and what has been received 
into the Treasury for property ceded to the United 
Staies. I should be pleased to know what amount 
of the public money has already been expended for 
the exclusive use and benefit of this city, and of 
this District. Such an exhibit will show that, un- 
less I am altogether mistaken, more than two mil- 
lions of dollars for the uses of this District, has 
been drawn from your Treasury, beyond its re- 
ceipts from the amount of property ceded by its in- 
habitants. 

No man more sincerely commends the object in 
which these charitable ladies have embarked than I 
do. They are not confined to this District—they 
exert an influence over every part of the country. 
No man can be more willing than myself, accord- 
ing to my means, to aid such praiseworthy efforts 
—-ihey are the appropriate objects for the exercise 
of individual charity. But Congress, the represen- 
tative power of the States and of the people, can- 
not, consistent with a faithful discharge of its pub- 
lic trusts, turn a favorable ear to memorials of this 
description. For it seemed to be undeniably true, 
that if Congress can pass this bill, it can make si- 
milar donations for like purposes in any other por- 
tion of the confederacy. I am, therefore, opposed 
to the bill upon principle; and I shall feel myself 
called upon to give such a vote whenever occasion 
shall require it. 


Mr. HENDERSON insisted that, as Congress 
was the exclusive legislature of this district, they 
were imperatively bound to make provision for the 
poor of the District. He also characterized the in- 
stitution as one of peculiar worth, giving employ- 
ment to females, for the noble purpose of saving 
them from the necessity and unavoidable mortifica- 
tion of throwing themselves and their families 
wholly on public charity. 

Mr. MERRICK (as a reply to Mr. ALLEN) read 
the memorial of this institution, in which its parti- 
cular doings were clearly set forth, and in which it 
was stated that they were now rendering their 
most important assistance to ninety-two different 
families. 

Mr. SMITH of Connecticut spoke at much 
length in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. LUMPKIN said it was rather a matter of 
surprise, to contemplate the various channels or 
modes of reasoning by which the human mind, in 
different peisons, arrived at conclusions on the 
same subject, and with the same evidence presented 
for the consideration of all. At almost every session 
of Congress, large appropriations of money have 
been made and expended for the benefit and com- 
fort of the people of the District of Columbia, as 
well as that of the members of Congress, officers 
of Government, and citizens of the Union gene- 
rally. We appropriate money for the improve- 
ment of the streets and avenues of this city; to 
construct bridges, railroads, and canals; to build 
penitentiaries and jails; to aid colleges and hospi- 
tals;, to alleviate the calamities of sufferers by fire; 
and last, though not least, vast sums have been 
expended to beautify and ornament the extensive 
pleasure grounds contiguous to this Capitol, and 
the other public buildings in this city. : 

Yes, sir, millions have been expended in the 
manner suggested, and with but feeble, if any, op- 
position by those who now so zealously oppose this 
humble and modest proposition to allow the guar- 
dians of the poor and suffering widows and orphans 
ot this place to make a judicious application of five 
thousand dollars’ worth of the waste and useless lots 
belonging to the Government in this city. The ob- 
ject of the bill on your table is not to appropriate 
money for the daily and direct subsistence of the 
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indigent, but to affurd the means to intelligent, judi- 
cous, and benevolent individuals, to establish an 
institution, under such rules and regulations as 
may afford the means of giving employment to the 
suffering poor of this city. Many, very many 
persons in this city, are in abject poverty, often in 
an actual state oi suffering, who could and would 
eain a reasonable subsistence, if they had employ- 
ment suited to their ability to perform. It is to pro- 
vide for such cases, and under such regulations as 
I have stated, that this bill has been presented to 
the Senate by the Committee on the District of Co- 
Jumbia. 

As regards the constitutional right of Congress 
to allow these useless lots of the Government to be 
applied to the benefit of the suffering poor of this 
city, to the widow, the fatherless, and the orphan, 
allow me to say, Mr. President, that when the gen 
tlemen who oppose this bill with so much zeal, on 
constituuenal ground, will show me the clause of 
the Constitation under which they claim the right 
to make the various appropriations to which I have 
adverted, and to be applied to the purposes which 
I have suggesied, I will, in the very same clause of 
the Constitution, show them the authority, in terms 
equally explicit, to authorize the passage of this 
bill, I will not be deterred, sir, from giving my 
vote for this bill by the ery of mad dog. I vote for 
this bill with much more pleasure and cheerfulness 
than I could vote for the vast sums which have 
been expended to ornament and beautify the ex- 
tensive public grounds around this magnificent 
building. I hope I may not be considered destitute 
of taste to enjoy the beauties of ornamental im- 
provement, when I assure the Senate that my daily 
comfort and happiness depend much more upon 
secing happy and comfortable human beings 
around me, than any ornamental improvement 
whatever. Sir, suffering humanity makes the 
strongest appeal to the human breast. Who can 
enjoy comfort, and be happy, while the suffering 
orphan, and care worn mother, are destitute of 
food and raiment? 

Mr. President, Congress is the only law making 
power to which the people of this District can 
look. Here, sir, we have the power of exclusive 
legislation. We have listened to and respected the 
wishes of many of the wealthy and influental citi- 
zens of this District. Their petitions are attended to 
Shall we then, sir, turn a deaf ear to the cry of pe- 
nury and want? Shall the poor pittance which this 
bill extends to the humblest objects of our species, 
become the great subject to base our Constitutional 
arguments upon? Are we, the constitutional repre- 
sentatives of this people, to deny ourselves the 
right of exercising the common feel:ngs of humani- 
ty? Do not all Christian legislators, under all 
forms of Government, legislate with special care 
fer the helpless? 

Mr. Presideat, as a member of the Commitiee on 
the District of Columbia, the cries of this people 
have reached my ear. I feel that they are a por- 
tion of Fmy constiluents—a portion lamentably 
neglected—often reproached when they deserve 
sympathy. Congress brings upon this people vast- 
ly more evils than benefits. All thatjmay be right- 
fully done for the suffering poor should no longer 
be neglected, and I trust this bill will receive the sanc- 
tion of a majority of the Senate, notwithstanding 
the zeal with which it has been opposed. 

Mr. HUBBARD, in reply, said that according to 
the doctrine of the distinguished Senator from Geor- 
gia, Congress should be considered as a great elee- 
mosyaary institution for the purpose of dispensing 
public and private charities. Sir, never in the 
course of my life have I been more surprised than 
Ihave at the deciared opinion of my honorable 
friend upon the subject of the power and duties of 
Congress, under the Federal Constitution, in rela- 
tion to this particular matter. What! s'r, is Con- 
gress to beeome the great dispenser of charities? 
Was that the purpose for which this Government 
was formed? And does that clause of the Federal 
Constitution which gives authority to exercise ex- 
clusive legislation in all cases over the District of 
Columbia, impose upon Congress the obigation to 
endow the charitable institutions of this District? 
Does that clause furnish a sufficient warranty to 
Congress to take from the public chest the people’s 
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money for encouraging and patronizing the chari- 
table efforts of individuals, or of associations, here 
or elsewhere? No, sir;no. From such a quarter, 
little indeed did I expect to find an advocate for 
the measure now before the Senate, and for kindred 
objects. Is the Senator aware to what extent his 
doctrine will carry him? If Congress can pass 
this bill under the authority conferred by the clause 
in the Constitution to which I have referred, then, 
sir, | would ask if it has not the power to enter the 
almshouse of this District, and to provide the 


that resort of public charity? If it has power te 
pass this bill, it has power to provide fur the sup- 
port of all the paupers, not only of this District, but 
also of the States. 

If it has power to do this with the treasure of 
the whole country, :t has the power to relieve the 
people of this District from every description of 
taxation. It can make their highways, and adorn 
their cities. And if the public money can be ap- 
propriated for the support of the public paupers, 
it can provide the means for the support of the 
public schools of the District. There is nothing 
within the wide range of District expenditure, but 
what Congress can, with the money of the whole 
people, adequately provide for. 
all such latitudinarian doctrines. 
in my judgment, to be sustained by the letier or 
the spirit of the Constitution, under which we live, 
and by which we profess to be governed. 


the late suffereis at Natchez. 
bill was before the Senate, appropriating the trifling 
sum of three hundred thousand dollars tor building 
a railroad from this city to Alexandria. Will the 
Senator from Georgia give his aid to those pro- 
jects?) Would he be wi'ling to appropriate, from 
the public Treasury, even the small sum of five 
thousand dollars, for any chariiable purpose, in my 
own, or in his own State? I hope not, sir. I can 
go for no such appropriations. I would oppose 
this as I would oppose the appropriation for con- 
structing the contemplated railroad to Alexandria. 
I would oppose them because Congress possess not, 
in my judgment,the constitutional right to make such 
grants. As the trustees of the people, it would be an 
unwarrantab'e use of the trust fund to appropriate 
it for any object not connected with the interest of 
the cestui que trust. Our business is, or it should be, 
to legislate for the whole country. We can draw 
on the Treasury for the support of the General 
Government. We havea clear right to appropri- 
ate the public money for any objects connected 
with the general defence of the country. But, sir, 
I deny that Congress has any constitutional right 
to take a dollar from the funds of the whole coun- 
try, to construct a read in one place, or to build a 
church in another. What earthly power under the 
Constitution, does Congress possess to make these 
local and sectional improvements? None, sir, none. 
Entertaining these views, I shall vote against this, 
and every kindred measure. The Senator from 
Georgia finds a justification, in his judgment, for 
the vote which he intends to give upon this bill, 
in the fact that such appropriations have hereto- 
fore been made. This is true, sir, and made upon 
precisely the same plea that is now urged for this 
measure. But are we to look to precedents to settle a 
constitutional power? Precedents in the legislation 
of Congress can be found for every thing, and the 
misfortune is, that they are too frequently used 
against the Government. Prece jents may be found 
for and against appropriations of a local character. 
Forsome they prove every thing, for others they 
prove nothing; they are sometimes urged in favor 
of a wished for asppropriation; they are at 
oiher times cited against particular measures. 
The Senator asks for the authority to appro- 
priate the public money to adorn and im- 
proye these public grounds. My answer is that 
these grounds and buildings are a portion of the 
public property; and itis clearly within the power 
of Congress to improve the public grounds and 
buildings as they may think expedient. 

It is confined to their discretion; that discretion 
may have beer abused, but the power cannot be 
doubted. But where is the justice in comparing 
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appropriations for the improvement of the public 
grounds and public buildings, with the appropria. 
tions contained in the bill now before the Senate? 
Does it follow, that because Congress had the power 
to appropriate the public money for the improve. 
ment of the property of the Government; does 
ut follow that, becauseit can alter, enlarge, or 
adorn the public buildings to suit the convenience 
of Congress, and according to its own discretion 
itcan take the funds of the nation to build a 
church in one place, and a railroad in another? No, 
Sir; the premises warrant no such conclusions. 
My great object is to keep within the pale of our 
authority, and to save the Administration from the 
charge of wasteful and profligate expenditure, by 
preventing at least appropriations not warranted by 
the Constitution. 

Mr. President, in opposing this bill, I am doing 
only what I feel constrained, from a sense of pyb- 
lic duty, to do. I can only again repeat, that the 
enterprise is well worthy of those who have so ge- 
nerously and so benevolently employed their best 
energies in the prosecution of the object; but that 
consideration is not sufficient to justify me in giv- 
ing to this measure my support. 

Mr. HENDERSON alleged that there was not 
a State in the Union which did not make legisla- 
tive provision for the poor. He would not say that 
it was right to get the means from other States; but 
he would say that Congress had the same right to 
appropriate public ands in this District for the sup- 
port of its poor that any State could have to appro. 
priate i's lands fora similar object. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said, if this wasa viola- 
tion of the Constitution, the Constitution was very 
often violated, by grants for hospitals and other 
establishments, as well as fer public improvements 
ia the District. But what was the Constitution? 
It gave exclusive legislation over the District to 
Congress. Was this intended to be a cold, heart- 
less, unfeeling, unpitying legislation? Was it de- 
signed that the Government should be kindly, pa- 
rental, sympathizing, merciful, or was it to bea 
Government which was to act for the benefit of it- 
self, and to bear down on those governed, without 
regard to their happiness, unfeeling, merciless, ty- 
rannical? Congress might exercise its power; but 
must be cautious to exercise it without charity, and 
without contributing to the bappiness and prosperi- 
ty of the people, thus making them exiles from all 
the benefits of a just and liberal Government! The 
States all provided for their poor, and it was 
equally the duty of this Government te provide for 
the poor of this District. 

Mr. HUBBARD said he was familiar with the 
clause in the Constitution to which the Senator 
from Kentucky has referred, and as he has re- 
quested, I will willingly give my opinion of the 
extent of the power thereby conferred upon Con- 
gress. Itis true, according to the express terms of 
that instrnment, ‘that Congress shall have power 
to exercise exclusive legislation, in all cases what- 
soever, over such district (not exceeding ten miles 
square) a3 may, by consent of particular States, 
and the acceptance of Congress, become the seat 
of the Government of the United States; and to ex- 
ercise like authority over all places purchased by 
the consent of the Legislature of the State in which 
the same shall be, for the erection of forts, maga- 
zines, arsenals, dock yards, and other needful 
buildings.” Under this power, Congress can esta- 
blish a civil and a criminal code of Jaws for this 
District. It can grant acts of incorporation; it can 
establish a general system of taxation for the use 
of this District. It can do these things; but it can- 
not, by virtue of the power thus conferred, tax the 
inhabitants of Alexandria for the exclusive benefit 
of thecity of Washington. It cannot compel the 
city of Georgetown to support the poor, to make 
the highways, or to bear exclusively the burdens of 
the other two cities of this District. Under this 
clause, Congress has no power to levy a direct tax 
upon the peop‘e of my State, or of any other Srate, 
to be appropriated fur the benrfit of this Dis- 
trict. It has no power to withdraw from 
the general fand—a fund collected from the 
whole people, any portion to be expended on local 
objects within this District. It bes no power to 
build school-houses, erect churches, make rail- 
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, bestow charities, support the poor, or to edu- 
cate the ehildren im this city at the charge of the 
whole country. There exists no more power to || 
make such an appropriation of the common fund || 
within this District, than to make a Similar appro- || 

riation within any particular section of any State 
of the Confederacy. Congress has power to legis- 

iate for this District; but its inhabitants are bound, 
under that legislation, to adopt their own municipal 
regulations at their owa proper charge. They are | 
pound just as much to provide for the support of 
their own poor, and for the education of their own 
children, as are the counties, towns, and parishes 
of the respective States. 

The Senator has asked whether New Hampshire 
does not provide, by its legislation, for the supoort 
of her paupers; and whether Congress has not the 
same power, and the same duties, in relation to this 
District, that the Legislature of that State has in re- 
jation to her towns. Unquestionably. And what 
power has the Legislature of New Hampshire over 
the people of that State? It can pass general laws; 
itcan prescribe the duties of towns; it can impose a 
sysiem of taxation; but, sir, I deny that the Legis- 
lature of New Hampshire has the power to compel, 
by its legislation, a single town to bear the burdens 
of the other towns—a single county to bear 
the burdens of the other counties. I utterly 
deny that New Hampshire, or any other State 
of this Union, can appropriate from the common 
fund, the means drawn frem the whole people of 
the State, to support the schools, the paupers and 
the highways of any particular town or of any par- 
ticular section, to the exclusion of the other por- 
tious of the State. My own State has no constitu- 
tional power to levy a tax upon the people of my 
own town—to build houses of charity in, or to sup- 
port the unfortunate and the poor, of another town. 
And this is my objection to this bill; by direct or 
indirect taxation you have drawn from the people | 
of my State a portion of the public funds—you have 
no constitutional right to appropriate that portion 
lor the accomplishment of any local object in this 
District. 

Mr. President, [have no doubt that that this 
bill will pass, and I have as little doubt that ano- 
ther bill {will pass taking three hundred thousand 
dollars from the Treasury to construct a railroad 
to Alexandria. These things have been done, and 
they will be done again. I am perfectly aware of 
all this; and 1 am aware, also, that 1 am_perform- 
ing a thankless office in opposing this bill—that by || 
my untiring Opposition to these measures I am ren- 
dering myself peculiarly obnoxious to the people of 
this District. 

But, sir, these consequences I must hear. And 
1 can assure the Senator from Kentucky, 
that it is from a conscientious conviction, (after the 
most careful examination of the whole matter) 
that Congress possesses not the power to make 
these appropriations, that has induced and will 
induce, me in the discharge of my bounden duty 
to my constituents, to oppose these measures, so || 
long as I shall have the honor of a seat in the 











Senate of the United States. With one additional 
remark, I will resume my seat. Let the doctrines 
which have been avowed this day on this floor be 
carried out, and the time is not far distant when 
we shall not only have to provide support for 
all the paupers of this District, but we shall have to 
provide also for the support of the schools—the 
‘highways and byways”—and for all other bur- 
dens to which the District is subject. All that I 
desire is, that I may be permitted to manifest my 
— opposition, by recording my nay to this 
t . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN would ask the Senator 
whether Congress did not bear the same relation to 
this District that the State Legislatures did to their 
respective States? 

Mr. HUBBARD. Precisely. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And I understand that 
New Hampshire provides for her poor. 

Mr. HUBBARD. Yes; but at the expense of 
the respective iowns, and not out of the public 
Treasury. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. But is it not in the power 
of the Legislature to do it either way, by tewns, by 
counties, or by the whole State, out of the State 
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| Congress had granted $25,000 to the Columbian 


|| $10,000 each to two orphan asylums, (in reply to 
|| Mr. Hupsarp, who had argued, a fortiori, that if 
| Congress had the power of charity they had the 











Treasury? Thatis the question. It is a State pre- 
vision, made by law; a governmental charity. 
And if it is true that\the States have this power, 
and Congress has not, what is the consequence? 
The poor of this District are accursed by Jaw and 
The gentleman says they are still 
entitled to individual charity. And so they are all 


tor for bread, and he gives them, nota stone, but 
his blessing, and that ts all. 

Mr. MERRICK presented, and partly read, the 
act of incorporation of the Howard Insutution, (in 
reply to Mr. Atten and Mr. Hussarp, who had 
called it unincorporated.) He also showed that 


College, $25,000 to Georgetown College, and 


power of education.) 

The bill was passed by yeas and nays, as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Buchanan, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Fulton, Henderson, 
King, Knight, Linn, Lumpkin, Merrick, Norvell, 
Phelps, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Smith of Indi- 
ana, Siurgeon, Tallmadge, Walker, Wall, Web- 
ster, White, and Young—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Brown, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Grundy, Hubbard, Mou- 
ton, Nicholas, Pierce, Roane, Robinson, Sevier, 
Smith of Connecticut, Strange, Tappan, Wright 
—17. 

GENERAL BANKRUPT LAW. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to establish a uniformsystem of bankrupicy 
throughout the United States. The question being 
on Mr. Wa t’s substitute for the bill— 

Mr. STRANGE said, as no one appeared now 
disposed to speak, he would offer his proposed 
amendments to the substitute. 

Mr. WALL remarked that the bill and substi- 
tute proposed two different systems of bankruptcy, 
and he thought it best to decide firston one of 
them, as the groundwork of all future amend- 
ments. 

Mr. NORVELL said he could not vote for 
either in i's present form, and he therefore hoped 
the Senator from North Carolina would persist in 
now offering his amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. STRANGE now offered his first amend- 
ment, which was understood to extend the opera- 
ration of the substitute to all classes of persons, 
expressly. 

Mr. S. said the popular meaning of the term 
bankruptcy extended, he believed, at the adoption of 
the Censtitution, to all classes; and the popular 
meaning was to be taken, rather than the tech- 
nical. 

Mr. WALL argued against this doctrine, as 
leading to the worst and most inconsistent conse- 
quences. 

A long debate followed, in which Mr. WALL 
Mr. STRANGE, and Mr. WALKER participated; 
and without taking the question, 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepnespay, May 27, 1840. 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order was the proposition of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Hitten] to make a 
report from the Committee on Commerce, accom- 
panied by a bill for a repeal of the act of 1837, 
regulating pilots; and to the reception of which re- 
port the gentleman from New York (Mr. Curtis} 
objected. 

Mr. KUSSELL, who was entitled to the floor, 
cited an instance in which a report of a committee 
was reconsidered, the one objecting being the only 
person who voted against the motion to reconsider. 
The Manual, it is true, says that no vote of acom- 
mitiee can be altered except by a vote of the 
House. This rule in the Manual was adopted 
some 233 years ago by the British Parliament, and 
now it was alleged that it was binding on the com- 
mittees of this House. Mr. R. went into a history 
of the manner in which Mr. Jefferson compiled 
the Manual. When compiling it, he connected 
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cae coal orate 
all the propositions which had existed for the go- 
vernment of the British Parliament, and which had 
governed the action of the committees of that body. 
There was no such thing as standing committees 
in that body atthe time this rule was adopted. 
There was but one Committee of the Whole, and 
committees to which special reference was made. 

and no standing sommittees. He therefore argued 
that that feature in the Manual was not applicable 
to the standing committees of the House. He 
also inferred, from the terms of the resolution 
adopting the Manual fo. the government of the 
House, that that rule in the Manual was not appli- 
cable to the standing committees, but the Commit- 
tees of the Whole only. He argued that no good, 

but great injury, might result, if the power in the 
committee to reconsider be denied to the House. 

Mr. RANDOLPH considered the argument that 
a standing committee had no power to reconsider a 
vote, was absurd. He went on to show that such 
a course would lead to the most embarrassing re- 
sults, and, by way of illustration, supposed a num- 
ber of cases, where a denial of the power to recon- 
sider would lead to the most absurd legislation. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE thought it highly desirable 
that this subject should be cettled, so as to establish, 
in future, a uniform rule for the action of commit- 
tees. He examined at some length the arguments 
for and against the right of a committee to recon- 
sider its vote, and eontended that there was no par- 
liamentary or other authority by which such a 
course could be pursued. It was clear that a com- 
mittee was bound by its own acts, and could 
not reconsider 1n order once made. 

In case of any difficulty arising from the 
sentation of additional evidence, after a maukad 
been made, such difficulty might always be obvi- 
ated by arecommitment. Mr. D. alluded to the 
parliamentary law of 1607, which decided that a 
committee was, and must be, bound by its own 
vote; and gentlemen could not explain away that 
law: In the course of his remarks, he denied the 
power of a standing committee to keep a journal, 
or to evade questions, by laying them on the table. 
He contended that a committee was bound to de- 
cide on all subjects referred to it,either for or against. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST argued that, from the cir- 
cumstance of no standing committees having ex- 
isted at the time this rule in the Manual was 
adopted by the British Parliament to regulate the 
Committee of the Whole, and special com- 
mittees of that body, it was never contemplated 
when the Manual was adopted as a of the 
rules’ of the House, that that ‘principle in the 
Manual should apply to the standing committees, 
but merely to the Committees of the Whole. The 
morning hour having expired before Mr. T. con- 
cluded, 

Mr. ATHERTON called for the orders of the 
day; before the House passed to which, however, 

Mr. SERGEANT, on leave, made a statement 
in relation to the memorial presented on Monday 
by Mr. Apams, complaining of official misconduct 
on the part of Judge McLean, and which had been 
referred to the Judiciary Committee, of which Mr. 
S. is chairman. 

Mr. S. said it would be remembered that a few 
days ago, the honorable member from Massachu- 
setts had presented a memorial from a citizen of 
that State, making certain charges, in very grave 
language, against the conduct of Judge McLean, 
while acting on the Ohio circuit. The committee 
thought it due to the judicial character, to the 
bench, to the public, and to the memorialist him~- 
self, to give this matter an attentive and as early a 
consideration as possible; more particularly as the 
memorial had been presented by a gentleman of as 
much authority as any in the House, although 
that gentleman had stated that he had at first con- 
siderable doubts as te the propriety of presenting it; 
but as it had now been presented, it deserved the 
immediate consideration which the committee had 
unanimously concluded to give it. Further, the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts did not, for the most 
praiseworthy motives, ask that the memorial should 
be printed, orevenyead. This wasto be regretted, 

as, had the memorial been read, the committee were 
unanimously of opinion that the House, after bear- 
ing it, would have come to the same conclusion as 
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that of the committee, viz: that the memorial ought 
not to be entertained. After the reference, the com- 
mittee proceeded to its consideration as speedily as 
possible, and they had had already two meetings. 
On the first meeting they deliberately considered 
the case of the complainant on his own statement, 
unaccompanied by any sort of evidence on which 
the slightest reliance could be placed. At the se- 
cond meeting of the committee that morning there 
were seven members present, and they had unani- 
mously come to the conclusion, without any hesila- 
tion, after considering the whole ca<e, that upon the 
petitioner’s own statement, there was nothing to 
justify even an inquiry into the conduct of Judge 
McLean. Now the particulars of the charges, and 
ihe remarks made on the presentation of the me- 
morial, had gone forth to the country, and might 
occasion a pause in the public mind as to the confi- 
dence reposed im that officer, and in the Court of 
which he was a member; and as this was the cate, 
the committee had thought right to instruct him to 
make this statement. The report could not be pre- 
pared immediately; therefore, the committee con- 
sidered ita matter of justice that a statement of 
what the report would be should be made without 
delay, so that any unfavorable impression on the 
public mind might be removed. 

The memorial was one of a singular character, 
but perhaps, however, not different from what 
might have been expected from a disappointed liti- 
gant, who thought he had much at stake in the 
suit, and who had failed to gain hisend. Under 
such circumstances, and in this state of excitement, 
there could be no doubt but that muvh allowance 
ought to be made for the contumacious language of 
the petition. ‘This was the judgment pronounced 
against the judge; and it struck him, that of all the 
judgments in the world, that of a defeated litigant 
in bis own cause, and in his own behalf, was the 
least entitled to consideration. Nevertheless, the 
petitioner had made an issue in law between him- 
self and the judge, and had assumed what the mo- 
tives of the judge were, without any evidence. He 
had charged the judge with error, and gross cor- 
ruption and ignorance. 

In this way he had gone on to make no less than 
eighteen specifications, and had named them “Cor- 
ruption No. 1, Corruption No.2, Corruption No. 
3, etc.” filling out the whole eighteen specifications 
with “ignorance” and “‘corruption.”’ Thus these 
heavy charges were made upon no better founda- 
tion than the assertion of a defeated litigant, who 
had undertaken to say the judge had decided wrong. 
And with this he had produced an allegation that, 
right or wrong, the judge had delayed his case, and 
thus deprived him of an opportunity of appealing 
to the Supreme Caurt of the United States, without 
which appeal he was to be ruined. In making 
those grave charges without any evidence, the pe- 
titioner rested them on most{important principles in 
the rules of the court, which rules, he admits, he had 
no opportunity of seeing, and of which he does not 
pretend to have any knowledge. He merely as- 
sumes what the rule of the circuit court is; and while 
he admits. that he does not know it, he rests his 
charges on what he thinks it is, and that the judge 
has notacted in accordance’ toit. This, however, 
was contrary to fact, as the rule was in accordance 
with the decision of the judge. He would repeat, 
that while there ought to be much allowance for 
the excitement of a defeated litigant, yet it was 
very difficult to account for the extraordinary reck- 
lessness of the memorialist in making charges 
against the judge so foul as these were. Mr. S. 
concluded, by stating that his only object in mak- 
ing the statement was to have it known as early as 
possible, that the committee were unanimous in 
the opinion that there was no foundation for the 
charges of the memorialist, nor was there any 
thing in the slightest degree calculated to affect the 
cofidence reposed in Judge McLean. 

Mr. ALFORD of Georgia moved a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote by which the House had, last eve- 
ning, passed the pre-emptson bill. 

Mr. A. proceeded to support his motion, profess- 
ing himself a friend to the principle of pre-emption, 
if confined to the bona fide settler, as was done in 
the vo bills; but a bill like that 
which so hastily been carried through the 


House, he could consider as nothing else than a bill 
to give the public domain to the new States. Ital- 
lowed any person, young or old, black or white, 
who was on the land when the bill passed, to ob- 
tain a pre-emption right. So, if a man had-eigh- 
teen children, (no uncommon number for a West- 
ern family,) he wou'd get, virtually, eighteen pre- 
emptian rights. Mr. A. adverted to the great 
anxiety which had been manifested to rush the bill 
through the House, without explanation, or even 
an attempt to defend it; for, as to the speech of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Husszarp,] it only 
made confusion worse confounded, and seemed ra- 
ther to conceal the real merits of the bill from the 
House. Mr. A. considered the public domain as 
gone, unless the House should retrace its steps. 

He called more particularly upon Southern gen- 
tlemen to leok at the effects of this bill—this land 
stealer’s bill—for robbing the poor settler, for the 
benefit of the speculator. The bili was such, that 
it would, before another Congress, throw all the 
choice lands of the West into the hands of specu- 
lators. The public demain, from which so great a 
portion of the revenue had hitherto been drawn, 
would then be gone for little or nothing; and then 
how was that deficiency in the Treasury to be sup- 
plied, except by an increased tariff? He called 
upon every honest man upon the floor to help him 
in getting a reconsileration; for it was one of the 
most shameful and abominable measures that had 
ever been introduced into the House. 

Instead of benefitting the hardy pioneer, who 
went with his axe on his shoulder to cut down 
trees, and build him a home in the wilderness, this 
bill gave to the speculator every chance of stealing 
the land away from the honest settler. Every one 
must have observed the manifest uneasiness there 
was to get the bill through; and if its supporters 
were not conscious that it was wrong, whence was 
there so much haste—so much anxiety to stop all 
debate by the previous question? What would be 
the consequence? Why, before another Congress, 
he would repeat, that the whole public domain 
would be swallowed up by speculators, when it 
would be then too late to repeal the law. He 
called upon gentlemen to pause, ere it was too late, 
and to join with him in reconsidering the vote, so 
so that these obnoxious portions of it might be 
amended. If they refused, the poor man must be 
defrauded, and driven from his home, by these 
hordes of land stealers and wealthy robbers; for he 
would give his word that, for the next six months, 
this bill would give rise to the formation of more 
land companies than had ever existed before, who 
would swallow up all the best lands, to the exclu- 
sion of the poor, honest settler. 

Mr. JAMESON inquired of the Cuairn whether 
the bill was now in possession of the House, or had 
been sent te the Senate? 

The CHAIR replied it had gone to the Se- 
nate. 

Mr. SMITA of Indiana then made a point of or- 
der, insisting that as the bill was not in possession 
of the House, it was too late for the House to re- 
consider it. 

The CHAIR overruled the objection. 

Mr. ALFORD proceeded for some time, when 

Mr. SMITH renewed the question of order, and 
read a precedent to confirm his view. 

Mr. ALFORD said he hoped the bill would be 
sent for. 

The CHAIR insisting on its decision that the mo- 
tion to reconsider was in order, 

Mr. SMITH took an appeal. 

Mr. ALFORD spoke to order, and insisted on 
the right of the House to reconsider, let the bill be 
where it might. 

Mr. LEET was in favor of sustaining the deci- 
sion of the Cxatr; and after some remarks on the 
question of order, he moved the previous question 
on the appeal. 

The previons question having been seconded, 
and being about to be put, 

Mr. SMITH withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. PETRIKIN renewed it. 

Much confusion here arose, but at length Mr. 
P. was suffered to speak in support of this mo- 
tion, which he did, insisting that the first thing to 
to be done was to send for the bill before it could 


be reconsidered. Possibly the bill had been sent io 
the President for his signature. 

Mr. TILLLINGHAST spoke to the question of 
order, contending that the right to reconsider was a 
constitutional right of the House, which nothing 
could take away. Though the Senate might have 
sent away the bill, and though the President might 
have signed it, if the House reconsider the vote on 
the passage within the time allowed by the ru'e 
the bill would remain a nollity; it would be of no 
effect; in a word, it would not be a law. 

Mr. WISE suggested to Mr. ALForD to move 
that the bill be sent for. 

Mr. W. C. JOHNSON, after some prelimina. 
ry remarks, moved the previous question on the 
appeal. . 

The motion was seconded, put, and carried, and 
the main question being on sustaining the decision 
of the Cmair, 

Mr. CRABB demanded the yeas and nays; byt 
the House refused to oreer them, and the vote be. 
ing taken, the decision of the Cuairn was sustained 
without a count. 

Mr. ALFORD then resumed and proceeded to 
speak with great earnestness against the bill, espe. 
cially against giving every settler on one quarier 
section of land a floating claim on the quarter sec. 
tion adjoining, the result of which would be equi- 
valent to giving him both for the price of one; be- 
cause the other would never sell, if subject to the 
float. It also subjected the honest settler to the 
fraudulent claims of speculators, who could hire 
perjured witnesses to swear him out of his improve- 
ment. Mr. A. referred to great frauds perpetrated 
in Alabama, near his own residence, and within 
his own knowledge. 

While Mr. A. was proceeding in his argument, 
the bill was returned from the Senate with the 
signature of the Vice President, and taken up to 
the Chair to await the decision of the Speaker. 

Mr. A. now commented with increased severity 
on the unprecedented speed with which this bill had 
got through both Houses, which he contrasted with 
the snail like progress of many meritorious private 
claims. 

He spoke of the effect of the bill in covering the 
16th section in every township reserved for purpo- 
ses of education; and the result in ultimately 
giving the settler who happened to have set down 
on such section a float to the same amount. He 
appealed, in conclusion, to Sonthern gentlemen, on 
the effect of having the public lands thus filched out 
of the Government; it must necessarily lead to an 
increase of the tariff, &c. 

Mr. CHAPMAN of Alabama said the bill had 
been fully analyzed before its passage by two of the 
most able opponents of the bill; they had pointed 
out all the evil efforts which they apprehended 
would grow out of the passage of the measure; and 
firmly believing that those gentleman, as well as 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ALrorp] were 
entirely mistaken in the construction they gave the 
bill, and that their apprehensions of the bad effects 
lo grow out of it were not weil founded, and be- 
ing satisfied that no good could grow out of a pro- 
tracted discussion, he moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CHAPMAN of Iowa took an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, that the motion to recon- 
sider was iu order; and was about proceeding to 
discuss the appeal, when the Cuair ruled that it 
was not in order to discuss the appeal. 

Mr. WISE here interposed, and said the gentle- 
man’s object avowedly was to say something upon 
the merits of the bill. The section of country from 
which he came was more interested in the measure 
than any other, and therefore he hoped the House 
would hearhim. But there being cries of “ ques- 
tion,” 

Mr. CHAPMAN withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. L. WILLIAMS moved a call of the House, 
and on that motion demanded the yeas and nays; 
a having been ordered, were—yeas 69, nays 
108. 

So the House refused a call. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD solicited the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Cuapman] to withdraw the 
motion for the previous questicn, to enable him to 
make a few remarks on the bill. 
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tion shall have a secoud, and tellers having been 
demanded (2 ascertain that fact, and Messrs. 
Caapman of Alabama and Gerry having been ap- 

inted, reported that there were—ayes 90, noes 70. 

So there was a second. 

The question then recurred whether the main 
question shall now be put? when 

Mr. LINCOLN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which, having been ordered, were—yeas 159, nays 
77, as fullows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Hugh J. Anderson, Atherton, Banks, Beatty, 
Beirne, Blackwell, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Burke, Carr, Car- 
roll, Casey, Chapman, Chinn, Clifford, Coles, Connor, Wm. 
R. Cooper, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Crockett, Cross, Dana, Davee, 
John Davis, John W. Davis, Dickerson, Dellet, Doan, Doig, 
Deomgoole, Earl, Eastman, Ely, Fletcher, Floyd, Fornance, 
Galbraith, Gerry, Green, Griffin, Hand, John Hastings, Haw- 
kins, Hill of North Carolina, Hillen, Holleman, Hook, Hop- 
kins, Howard, Hubbard, Jackson, Jameson, Cave Johnson, 
Nathaniel Jones, J. W. Jones, Keim, Kille, Leadbetter, Tcet, 
Leonard, Lewis, Lowell, Lucas, McClellan, MeCuiloh, McKay, 
Marchand, Medill, Miller, Montanya, Montgomery, Samuel W. 
Morris, Newhard, Nisbet, Parrish, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, 
Petrikin, Pickens, Pope, Prentiss, Ramsey, Rariden, Reynolds, 
Rhett, Rives, Edward Rogers, Ryall, Samuels, Shaw, Albert 
Smith, John Smith, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, Strong, Stuart, 
Sumter, Swearingen, Sweney, Francis Thomas, P. F. Thomas, 
Jacob Thompson, Turney, Vanderpoel, David D. Wagener, 
Watterson, Weller, Wick, Jared W. Williams, Henry Wil- 
liams, and C. H. Williams—155. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adama, Alford, John W. Allen, Andrews, 
Barnard, Bond, Briggs, Brockway, Anson Brown, 8. H. Butler, 
Wm. O. Butler, Calhoun, Carter, Clark, Cranston, Cushing, 
Edward Davies, Garret Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dennis, 
Edwards, Evans, Everett, Fillmore, Fisher, James Garland, 
Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Goode, Graham, Graves, Grinnell, 
Habersham, Hall, Wm. 8. Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Hill of 
Virginia, Hoffman, Charles Johastoa, William Cost Johnson, 
Kempshall, Lincoln, McCarty, Marvin, Mason, Mitchell, Mor- 
gan, Ogle, Osborne, Peck, Randall, Randolph, Rayner, Ridg- 
way, James Rogers, Russel], Sergeant, Shepard, Slade, ‘Tru- 
man Smith, Storrs, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, Tillinghast, 
Toland, Triplett, Trumbul!, Underwood, Warren, J. White, 
Thomas W. Williams, Lewis Williams, Joseph L. Williams, 
and Wise—77. 


So the main question was ordered. 

The question then recurred on the motion to re- 
consider; when 

Mr. LINCOLN demanded the yeas and nays on 
the question; which, having been ordered, were— 
yeas 96, nays 103, as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Adams, Alford, John W. Allen, Andrews, 
Banks, Baker, Barnard, Bond, Bows, Briggs, Brockway, Anson 
Brown, Sampsun H. Butler, Bynum, Calhoun, J Campbell, 
Carter, Coles, Connor, James Cooper, Cranston, Edw. Davies, 


Garret Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dennis, Eiwards, Evans, 
Everett, Fillmore, Fisher, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gen- 


try, Giddings, Goggin, Goede, Graham, Graves, Green, Griffin, 


Grinnell, Habersham, Hall, Wm. 8. Hastings, Hawes, Haw- 
kins, Henry, Hill of Virginia, Hill of Nerth Carolina, Hotl- 


rian, Holmes, Hunt, Charles Johnston, Williain C. Johnson, 


Kempshall, Lincoln, McCarty, Marvin, Mason, Mitchell, Mont- 
gomery, Morgan, Nisbet, Ogle, Osborne, Peck, Pickens, Ran- 
dall, Randolph, Rayner, Ridgway, James Rogers, Russell, 
Saltonstall, Samuels, Sergeant, Shepard, Slade, Truman 
Smith, Stanly, Storrs, Sumter, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, 
Tillinghast, Toland, Tripiett, Trumbull, Underwood, Warren, 
John White, Thomas W. Williams, Lewis Williams, Jos. L. 
Williams, and Wise—96. 


NAYS—Messrs. Huzh J. Anderson, Atherton, Beatty, Beirne, 
Blackwell, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burke, 
William O. Butler, Carr, Carroll, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, 
William R. Cooper, Crabb, Craig, Crary, Crockeu, Cross, 
Cushing, Dana, Davee, John Davis, John W. Davis, Dicker- 
son, Dellet, Doan, Doig, Dromgoole, Duncan, Ear!, Eastman, 


Ely, Fletcher, Floyd, Fornance, Galbraith, Gerry, Hand, John 


Hastings, Hillen, Holleman, Hook, Hopkins, Howard, Hubbard, 
Jackson, Jameson, 


McClellan, McKay, Marchand, Medill, Miller, Montanya, 8. W. 


Morris, Newhard, Parrish, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Petri- 
Reynolds, Rhett, 
Rives, E. Rogers, Ryall, Shaw, Albert Smith, John Smith, 
Thomas Smith, Steenrod, Strong, Stuart, Swearingen, Sweney, 


kin, Prentiss; Proffit, Ramsey, Rariden, 


Taylor, Philip F. Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Turney, Van- 


derpoel, David D. Wagener, Watterson, Weller, Wick, Jared 


W. Williams, and Henry Williams—103. 
So the House refused to reconsider the bill. 


The House then passed to the orders of the day. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Pensions, in 
compliance with a resolution of the 26th inst. co- 
pies of the papers in relation to the claim of Aaron 
Mellon of Massachusetts, a soldier of the late war 


with Great Britain, for an invalid pension. 


On motion of Mr. LINCOLN, it was referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Peasions. 


Various Senate bil's on the Speaker’s table, were 
taken up, read twice, and appropriately commit- 


ted. 
INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL, 


The House then reso'ved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, (Mr. Banxs in the chair) and re- 


Cave Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, Keim, 
Kemble, Kille, Leadbetter, Leet, Leonard, Lewis, Lowell, Lucas, 
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| sumed the consideration of the Independent Trea- 


| 
| 


|| sury Bill. 
The question being whether the previous ques- 4} —Mr. CUSHING, who was entitled to the floor 


\¥ on the above bill, spoke a short time in opposition 
to it, when 

The committee rose, and the House took a re- 
|| Cess. 

VENING. SESSION. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union (Mr. Banks, of Virginia, in the chair) re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill ‘‘to provide for 
ihe collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disburse- 
ment of the public revenue.” 

Mr. CUSHING resumed his remarks in opposi- 
|| tion to the bill,and concluded at twenty-five mi- 
‘| nutes before 6 o’clock. 
| Mr. LOWELL then took the floor in reply to 
|| Mr. Cusmine, and in defence of the bill. He was 
|| proceeding to examine the relative merits of the 
|| deposite system, and the present measure, with a 
view of showing that the latter was the more con- 
|| stitutional, safe, and convenient mode of keeping 
the public money, when, at the request of several 
members, he suspended his remarks, and 

Mr. PARRIS moved that the committee rise; 
‘| which motion was agreed to, and the committee ac- 
| cordingly rose; when 
| Mr. RANDOLPH moved an adjournment; on 
|| which motion, 
| Mr. HAND called for the yeas and nays, which, 
having been ordered, and being taken, were, yeas 
65, nays 50. 

The House, at 64 o’clock p. m. adjourned. 








IN SENATE, 
Tuurspay, May 28, 1840. 
Mr. DAVIS prezented the petition of sundry 
|| citizens of Provincetown, Massachusetts, praying 
for an appropriation for the improvement of their 
harbor; which was referred te the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. GRUNDY presented the memorial of Sa- 
| muel Martin of Tennessee; which was referred to 
| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
|| reported unfavorably on the bill from the House 
|| for the relief of John England. 

‘| Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, re- 
| ported, without amendment, the bill from the House 
|| for the relief of Jacob Becker, recommending its 
| passage. 

| Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Commitiee on Na- 
| val Affairs, reported, without amendment, the bill 
|| for the relief of the sureties and heirs and repre- 
\| sentatives of Melancton W. Bostwick, deceased. 

| Mr. W. from the same committee, also reported, 
'| without amendment, the bill to regulate enlistments 
| in the army and navy. 

| Mr. MOUTON, from the Committee on Private 








Land Claims, reported, without amendment, the 
House bill for the relief of Pierre Molaison and 
others. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
Bliss and Creighton, moved that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
unfavorable to the petition of Rd. T. Mason, was 
considered and concurred in. 

Mr. KNIGHT, on leave, introduced a bill enti- 
tled “An act concerning the prisoners of the United 
States committed to the jail in the county of Pro- 
vidence, in the State of Rhode Island; which was 
twice read, and referred. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made unfavorable reports on the bills from the 
House for the relief of Catherine Alien, the widow 
of Phebe Dickman, and John Strickland; and on 
the memorial of John Keeler and Lot Stricklin. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill authorizing the States to tax any lands within 
their limits sold by the United States. 

Mr. NORVELL said that he had, the other 
day, presented his views of the financial and pecu- 
niary bearing of the bill now under consideration. 
He had then stated that, by the cempacts aecom- 
panying the admission of the several new States 
into the Union, the public lands sold within their 
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respective limits were exempt from taxation for 
five years from the day of sale. Michigan and 
Arkansas constituted exceptions to this rule. They 
were entitled to tax the lands within their limits as 
Soon as they were sold by the United States. The 
object of the present bill was to place the other 
new States, in this respect, on an equal footing with 
the States of Arkansas and Michigan. ‘The ef- 
fect of the measure would not be to diminish the 
sales of the public lands at all, especially to actual 
settlers—ihe only class of persons to whom it was 
desirable te sell the public domain. The sales in 
Michigan and Arkansas, compared with those in 
the other new States, would conclusively demon- 
strate the truth of this assertion. He believed that 
it was not tor the interest of the United States to 
continue the exemption of lands in the hands 
of individuals from taxation. Of course, those 
already sold by the Government, purchased, as 
they were, under a pledge of the public faith that 
they should not be taxed for five years, must con- 
tinue exempt from taxation to the end of that time. 
The bill annulled the exemption only as regarded 
lands hereafter to be sold. He had been sur- 
prised to hear it stated by his iriend from Mis- 
souri, (Mr. Linn,} that this bill would have the 
effect of taking from the new States their two and 
three per cent. funds, derived from the proceeds 
of the public lands, and that the good faith of the 
Government required a continuance of the benefit 
of that fund to the States entitled to it. He had 
been equally surprised to find that the interest 
of the Cumberland road would be injariously af- 
fected by the proposed bill. Now, sir, by the com- 
pacts with the new States, several restrictions and 
grants were provided. They were al! sacred, and 
could not be repealed, except with the consent of 
the parties to them. This bill proposed that the 
United Siates should relinquish to the States the 
righggo tax the public lands as soon as they passed 
into the hands of individuals, if the States chose to 
accept the boon. It was perfectly competent to 
Congress to take off the restriction upon the States 
on this subject, if they deemed it proper to do so. 
Bat the bill was limited to this single object. It did 
not propose to ask the States to surrender the two 
and three per cent. fund to the General Govern- 
ment. This could not be done without the consent 
of the States; and their consent to such a surren- 
der was neither suggested in the bill, nor did the 
United States desire it. The public faith was, 
therefore, not involved in the question. If the two 
or three per cent. fund, so far as the Cumberland 
road was concerned, were not already exhausted, it 
would continue to be applied to the completion of 
that road. In no possible state of things could the 
bill have the least bearing on the Cumberland road. 
He now proposed to add to these views, which 
he had briefly expressed when the bill was up 
before, a single remark or two upon the political 
effects of the bill. One of the greatest complaints 
coming from the new States, with regard to their 
peculiar positions, was, that many of their sove- 
reign rights, much of their rightful jurisdiction, 
which remained with the old States, had been 
taken from the new. Among these rights and this 
jurisdiction, those which related to the vacant 
domain within their limits, and to the imposition 
of taxes upon all real property, were, perhaps, the 
most important. In these respects, the new States 
were in the condition of inferiors to the old States, 
and of vassals to the United States. They 
were not upon an equal footing, as the Con- 
stitution required, with the original States of 
this Union. It was the object of the bill to re- 
store to the new States their sovereign right of tax- 
ation, so far as respected all public lands, as soon 
as they were sold; and he had been astonished, he 
had been astounded, when he had heard an ob- 
jection to this proposition proceeding from any 
Senator from a new State. It was true that this 
bill had been introduced by an individual mem- 
ber—by himself; but it had been introduced after a 
consultation with the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and with their decided concurrence. It 
had been referred to that committee, by whose in- 
struction he had reported it to the Senate. He be- 
lieved that a similar bill had heretofore twice passed 
this body; certain it was, that he had introduced and 





reported the bill from the best of motives. He had 
done so from a strong attachment to the political 
rights, interest, and eqaality of the new States, from 
high considerations of principle, connected with 
Siate sovereignty, and from a desire that the other 
néw States should possess the same power to tax 
the public lands when sold, which was enjoyed by 
the States of Michigan and Arkansas. If, how- 
ever, the other new Siates did not desire the boon, ° 
he should not, as he had said the other day,be dis- 
posed to force it upon them. It was for them to 
decide the question for themselves. 

The bill was further supported by Messrs. 
YOUNG, KING, SEVIER, HUBBARD, CLAY 
of Alabama, TAPPAN, and ROBINSON, and’ 
opposed by Messrs. WHITE and BUCHANAN; 
when, the hour of one having arrived, it was 
informally passed over. 

GENERAL BANKRUPT LAW. 

The bill to establish a uniform system of bank- 
rupicy was taken up. 

Mr. WALL, by consent, amended the substitute, 
by restricting it to persons engaged in “buying and 
selling,” instead of ‘trading.”’ 

Mr. STRANGE then moved to strike out the 
words just inserted, so as to remove all restrictions, 
and make it general in its application. 

Mr. WALL spoke at length in opposition to this 
amendment; and it was advocated by Messrs. 
STRANGE, WALKER, and WEBSTER; and, 
the question being taken, it was carriscd—yeas 37, 
noes 3, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Anderson, Benton,Brown, 
Buchanan, Clay of Alabama, Clayton, Crittenden, 
Cuthbert, Davis, Dixon, Fulton, Grundy, Hender- 
son, King, Knight, Linn, Lumpkin, Merrick, Mou- 
ton, Nicholas, Norvell, Porter, Preston, Roane, 
Robinson, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, Smith of 
Indiana, Southard, Strange, Stureeon, Tallmadge, 
Tappan, Walker, Webster, and Wright—37. 

NAYS—Messrs. Hubbard, Wall, and @Vil- 
liams—3. 

Mr. STRANGE then moved to strike out that 
part of the bill which, in the distribution of the as- 
sets of a bankrupt, gave a preference to the claims 
of a State, or those to whom State laws gave a pre- 
ference; which, after some remarks by Messrs. 
SOUTHARD, STRANGE, WALL, WEBSTER, 
BUCHANAN, MOUTON, and WALKER, was 
agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuorspay, May 28, 1840. 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in ord r during the morning hour, was the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Curtis] against the reception of 
the report of the gentleman trom Maryland [Mr. 
Hitten] from the Committee of Commerce, ac- 
companied by a bill for the repeal of the law regu- 
lating pilots. The objection was raised on the 
ground that since the adoption of that report of 
the committee, it had reconsidered it and adopted 
anotber report of different conclusions. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST, who was entitled to the 
fluor, contended that the House had abrogated the 
principle of parliamentary law; that the standing 
committees had no power to reconsider a vote, and 
had adopted the principle of reconsideration. The 
rule of the House, according to the practice of the 
House, being in direct conflict with the parliamenta- 
ry practice of England, as laid down in the Manual, 
was not, by the terms of its adoption, binding on 
this House; because it was only so far adopted for 
the government of the House, as when it coincided 
and agreed with the principles of the standing 
rnies. He argued in favor of a committee to re- 
consider its vote, as oftenas it thought proper to 
enable it to come to the most correct conclusions, 
and te afford the House the most light upon the 
questions committed to it. 

Mr. RYALL, after some preliminary remarks, 
in which he adverted to the facts of the case as 
they at present stood, contended that the reference 
of the remonsirances to the committee, after their 
report had been ordered to be made, was of itself 
a sufficient reason for the reconsideration of that 
report. Many of those remonsirances had come 
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from the State which he had the honor partly to re- 
present; and s'anding as he did as a Representative 
from New Jersey, it became his duty to ask what 
was the situation in which those remonstrances 
were placed? If it should be decided that the 
committee had no right to consider them, after hav- 
ing previously agreed upon a report, what was to 
be done with them? Were they to be censidered 
as in possession of the House, or of the Committee 
on Commerce? It was in reference to this point 
that he had risen to address the House. He fully 
agreed with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Dromaoote,} that this was a very important ques- 
tion; and as it was a question of no party charac- 
ter, one in which all must have an interest, he 
hoped it would be at once settled. The question 
they had to decide, was, whether there was any 
rule of the House which would cover this matter. 
He contended there was no rule. The inquiry 
was, whether the House would now order that a 
special rule should apply to the Committee on 
Commerce, for it could not embrace the other 
stand ng committees, 

Mr. R. asked what were the objects proposed by 
the reference of subjects like these to the standing 
cemmittees? Was it not with a view of getting all 
the facts? Did not the committees report such facts 
which formed the princip'es of action for the 
House to legislate? If so, how absurd it was to 
deny the power of reconsideration, when a refe- 
rence of new matter made such a reconsideration 
necessary. For his part, felt bound to give his 
voice in favor of receiving the report of the chair- 
man as the report of the committee. 

Pending the remarks of Mr. R. Messrs. CUR- 
TIS and HILLEN made son.e explanations in re- 
lation to certain facts connected with the motion to 
reconsider in the committee room, 

Mr. HILLEN complained that the motion had 
been made during his absence, and contrary to his 
wish. 

Mr. CURTIS stated that Mr. Hitven had been 
distinctly told that such acourse was intended, and 
that it was not himself who made the motion, etc. 

Mr. HABERSHAM argued that the committee 
had the power to reconsider any vote it might give, 
upon sufficient reason therefor. He also con- 
tended that the authority cited from Jefferson’s 
Manual to the contrary, did not apply to the stand- 
ing committees, but to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. DICKERSON was proceeding to give his 
views on the subject, when 

The CHAIR announced that the morning hour 
had expired. 

Mr. ATHERTON called for the orders of the 


day. 

Mr. TRIPLETT asked the consent of the House 
to present a bill supplementary to the pre-emption 
bill, passed on yesterday, restricting the right of 
pre-emption to heads of families and housekeep- 
ers; and to prevent any other person from locating 
the lands on which a settler may have his dwelling, 
and improvements, and farm, until it may have 
been exposed to sale at public auction. 

Mr. T. said he had consulted the men who had 
a practical knowledge of the subject, and who 
lived among the settlers, and it had met their ap- 
probation. It had also met the approbation of the 
Chairman of the Commitiee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. LINCOLN inquired by what authority the 
chairman dispenses such a favor. 

Mr. TRIPLETT said it was not a favor, but a 
matter of right. Mr. T. moved to suspend the 
rules, and demanded the yeas and nays on that 
motion. 

The CHAIR informed the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. TripLetr] that he could not make the 
motion to suspend the rules, inasmuch as he was 
not entitled to the floor—the House having deter- 
mined to pass to the orders of the day. The gen- 
tleman could make his motion in the morning. 

Mr. TRIPLETT then gave notice that he would 
on to-morrow move to suspend the rales for the 
purpose of submitting the bill. 

INDEPENDENT TREASURY BILL. 

The House then resolved itseif into a Committee 


of the Whole, (Mr. Banxs in the chair,) and se- 





viding for the safekeeping, transfer, and disburse. 
ment of the public revenue—the question pendinz 
being on the motion of Mr. Cusnine to strike oy 
the enacting clause. 

Mr. LOWELL being entitled to the floor, re. 
sumed his remarks from last evening in defence of 
the bill. With a view of showing the evil effecis 
of a paper money system, he reviewed at some 
length the course of the continental Congress at the 
time of the war in issuing such large amounts of 
bills, which, notwithstanding every effort to the 
contrary, became so depreciated, that at one time 
five hundred dollarsof it would not purchase g 
day’s food for a laboring man. He then went on 
to argue that Congress had no constitutional power 
to employ banks, and establish them as fiscal 
agents for the disbursement of the revenue in pa- 
per money; but on the contrary it was the clear in. 
tention of the convention who framed that com. 
pact to provide for a hard money currency, 

In procf of the position thus assumed, he gave a 
history of proceedings of that convention, and 
showed that the power of the Governmentto make 
a paper currency was expressly denied by a vote 
taken therein. He also cited the opinions of Ma- 
dison, and other distinguished men of that day, 
and also quoted from the writings of Madison, and 
portions of the debates in the convention, which 
proved beyond cavil, that it was never contem- 
plated that this should be apy thing but a hard 
money Government. 

He then showed the great superiority of the 
present measure jn point of convenience and secu- 
rity, over any other system for the keeping of the 
public revenue. He gave a detailed history of 
the Bank of the United States, and the great evils 
which had resulted from the employment of that 
institution as the fiscal agent of Government. For 
the purpose of showing the sympathy which ex- 
isted between the paper system of this country 
and England, and between the Bank of England 
and the Bank of the United States, he gave a 
history of the expansions and contractions of these 
institutions, ard proved that very soon after the 
Bank of maleate inflated thecurrency and gave 
every thing a high nominal! value, the Bank of the 
United States, and all the State institutions, followed 
snit; and that on the other hand, when the Bank of 
England made a contraction of the currency and 
involved that country in common ruin, by throw- 
ing out of employment all the laborers and me- 
chanics, and causing a complete stagnation in com- 
merce and business of all kinds, that the banks of 
this country soon after pursued the same course, 
and produced the like misery and wrecichedness. 
He showed that the banking system made this an 
importing instead of an exporting country. That 
it periodically so inflated and depreciated the cur- 
rency, and gave such a high nominal value to 
every thing, that it turned the balance of trade 
against this country—that it enabled the British 
manufacturers so far to undersell the product of 
such manufacturers in the United States as to 
throw out of employment the labor of this 
country in those establishments, and to give em- 
yloyment to foreign labor. That the opera- 
tions of these institutions gave periodically such 
an unnatural stimulation to trade by inflating the 
currency that it caused the merchants to import 
more in one year than the nation could consume 
in three; and thus, by the same process which em- 
barrassed the operations ,of trade, it cut off the 
revenues of the Government, and embarrased its 
operations. He proved that the banks had, in- 
stead of attending to their legitimate operations in 
this country, established agencies in England, to 
speculate in cotton, tobacco, and to deal in State 
stocks. He proved that by such operations as 
these, the business of the United States, of all 
kinds, was in an embarrassed condition; and the 
derangement of the currency was in consequence 
of the acts of the banks, and not attributable to the 
policy, or any act of the Administration. The banks, 
he said, had, by their own acts, divorced themselves 
from the people, and from the people’s Government, 
at the very time, too, when they were cherished by 
the Government; and he was in favor of that di- 
vorce continuing; he was utterly opposed to con- 


sumed the consideration of the Senate bill, pro- | necting again the banks, with their tremendous and 
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corrupting powers, with the Government, thereby 
io increase the patronage and strength of the Exe- 
cativee He was fer separating the money power 
from any connection with the Government—the 
Government was strong enough without it. He 
roved that the banks, upon the principles now 
patablished, were not proper or safe depositories for 
ihe Government funds; they wanted radical reform 
—such reform as could only be effected by State 
legislation. He was in favor of making sucha 
currency for the people as was contemplated by 
the Consti'ution; that is, a gold and silver currency 
for general circulation, and large notes for the use 
of the merchants for purposes of commerce. 

In alluding to the remarks of Mr. Cusnina, who 
asked why this measure was not deferred until next 
year, 80 that the matier might be submitted to the 
people, Mr. L. contended that it had already been 
fairly submitted t» the people. By a reference to 
ihe elections in the States of Massachusetts, 
Maine, New Jersey, Ohio, and other States, he 
showed that, when the people had had an oppor- 
wnity of manifesting their wishes, they had de- 
cided in favor of the measure. Yes; this subject 
had already been put to the people who had acted 
upon it, and who elected their Representatives 
witha view to this great question; and when the 
question should be taken, he wou'd prophesy that 
tbe measure would be carried through by the votes 
of members so instructed. 

The committee here, at half past two, took a 
recess. 

EVENING SESSION. 

After the recess, 

Mr. LOWELL resumed his remarks. Allud- 
ing to the charge that this bill was intended to cre- 
ate “one currency for the Government and another 
forthe people,’ he contended that to the degree in 
which gold and silver was paid to Government, to 
such degree would the currency of the country be 
benefited by the substitution of a sound and safe 
currency for bank paper. He said there was a 
grand mistake into which many persons fell when 
speaking of the people; they generally considered 
the banks as the people, which was a great fallacy, 
and calculated to Jead them away from the true 
issue. Experience had shown that the banks and 
the people were two different interests. 

Another objection to the bill was, that it would 
increase Executive patronage. Now could the 
Executive, if he were so inclined, find a surer 
means of ivcreasing his power, than by forming an 
alliance with the numerous State banks? There was 
no other plan by which so great a share of power 
could be secured, as that of an alliance with banks, 
and the interests connected with them. But the 
present measure was calculated to afford no means 
of increasing the Executive power, compared with 
that of banks. 

It had been asserted that the system was already 
in operation, and yet there was distress throughout 
the land. But from whom did those cries of dis- 
tress come? They came, not from the people 
themselves, but from the bank officers and specu- 
lators, whose interest it was to have it believed that 
such distress prevailed. Mr. L. then adverted to 
various facts to show that thiscry of distress was 
false, and only raised for the purpose of producing 
a panic. He said the crowded wharves, the steam- 
boats and railroad cars, gave the lie to the doleful 
tales poured in upon us by these Bank men. These 
cries came not from the poor man; they came from 
those who lived in splendid palaces, from men who 
fared sumptuously every day, and who rode in 
their carriages. ‘These were the men who were 
Uitering complaints against the extravagance of 
Governmeat, while they themselves were surround- 
ed by extravagance, and revelling in luxury. He 
then went on to show how many times the country 
had been ruined, according to the account of these 
speculator-; and, notwithstanding it had thus been 
so frequently ruined, it was yet one of the best 
countries upon earth. 

Another objec ion was, that this measure would 
have the effect of raising the price of provisions, 
and of injuring the agricaltural interest. Bat his- 
tory showed that the operation of a United States 
Bank went directly to produce such a result, and 
that it had done serious injury, by raising and de- 
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pressing the price of its provisions at its pleasure. 


In proof of this, he referred to a table, which will | 


be inserted when his remarks appear in full. 


Mr. Cusuina having referred to England, as an | 
instance of the beneficial effects of banking, Mr. | 
L,. caused to be read at the Clerk’s desk, a report | 
made to the British House of Commons, showing | 
ihe injurious effects of that system upon the labor- 


ing classes. 


Mr. L. went on to show how injuriously the sud- | 


den rise or fall of prices operated upon the poor 


man; whereas this measure, unlike the bank sys- | 


tem, would tend to regulate and prevent any fluc- 
tuation in prices. He also examined, at some 
length, many objections which had been urged 
against this measure—a full report of which will 
be given hereafier. 

Mr. ATHERTON then took the floor in support 
of the dill, and in reply to the objections of Mr. 
Cusninc. After some introductory remarks, he 
proceeded te siate what were the general principles 
of the bill. He contended that the money of the 
people should be safely kept by the people’s own 
officers, responsible to them, and that it ought not 
to be used by corporations or private individuals. 
Also, that this bill made provision, by which, 
through successive steps, all the revenue would be 
collecied in gold and silver, the legal coin and con- 
stitational revenue. He believed this measure 
would recommend itself, because it was a system 
combining safety, convenience, and economy. Mr. 
A. then adverted to the great distress aad incon- 
venience occasioned by the general suspension of 
specie payments by the banks in 1837, and also by 
the recent suspension, as proofs of the necessity of 
adopting some other mode of keeping the public 
money. 

This measure would also enable the Govern- 
ment to control the revenue raised for legai and 
constitutional purposes. It provided for the secu- 
rity uf the funds, by a system of checks and bonds, 
se that even the most unforeseen exigencies would 
be guarded against, and that powerful temptation— 
the use of the public money—be removed. This 


was a very important provision, for experience had | 


proved that the use of the public money by officers 
of Government, was the true cause of all the defal- 
cations, 

This bill provided fora system most consonant 


to the principles of our Republic and free institu- | 


tions. Why? He would show it. In the first 
place, he laid it down as a proposition that the 
taking possession of the public revenue, and using 
it for the purpose of private gain and speculation, 
necessarily gave power and control over that re- 
venue. 


sical warfare. If so, then came a third propcsi- 
tion, which was, that the people are the true source 
of all political power, and pot the banks. The 
banks, then, not being the source of political pow- 
er, ought not to be entrusted with it. Banking 
companies were not politically responsible,and ought 
not to be entrusted with political power. He was 
sure no gentleman would rise and contend that the 
banks were politically responsible; then why ought 
those institutions to be entrusted with the public 


revenue, the possession of which conferred political | 


power. 

After explaining many other beneficial results 
which would arise from the adoption of this mea- 
suré, Mr. A. referred to a remark made by Mr. 
CusHiNne on a former day, “that this scheme had 
originated with Hamilton, who, finding it would 
not answer, discarded it,” etc. Mr. A. showed 
that instead of the scheme origina'ing with Hamil- 
ton, it originated with the Constitution itself, and 
was in operation at the time of Hamilton. In- 
stead of the measure having a Federal origin, it 
was the measure of the Consti'ution, which was 
rejected by Hamilton so soon as he thought he had 
sufficient power to make the change from that toa 
United States Bank. Mr. A. read a number of 
extracts from works of authority, proving that 
fact. 

After some further observations, Mr. A. expa- 
tiated on the “safety” of this measure, compared 
with that of the deposife, or United States Bank 


Secondly, the control of that revenue, ne- | 
cessarily gave a high degree of political power, for | 
money was the sinews of political, as well as phy- 
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system. He adver'ed to the great cry which had 
been raised in respect to the defalcation of Swartwout, 
and which had been used as an argument against 
this scheme. But, said Mr. A. that defaication 
look place under the deposite bank system, and is, 
therefore, no argument against this measure, which 
proposes to place the money in the hands of collec- 
tors, under a rigid system of checks. Besides, 
were offictrs of a bank any more to be trusted than 
officers appointed by Government? Did not expe- 
rience show that bank presidents, and bank 
cashiers, were sometimes as bad as other offenders? 

Again, it was urged thata single officer of Go- 
vernment, entrusted with so much money, was lia- 
ble to abscond, whereas, a bankiog corporation 
could not. But if a corporation could not ab- 
scond, that corporation might become an abstract 
nonentity, so that the law could not touch them, 
which was all the same. In addition to this intan- 
gibility of their nature, the officers of a corpora- 
tion could, and did, abscond the same as Swart- 
wout. 

Mr. A. then went on to examine documents, to 
see the relative amount of loss under the present 
system and that of the banks; and showed that the 
loss from defalcation of public officers was nota 
fifteenth part of that arising from the depreciation 
of bank paper. 

In noticing the several arguments of Mr. Cusn- 
ING, in favor of the banking and credit system, he 
adverted to the affairs of Great Britain, on which 
Mr. C. had passed a glowing eulogium, But, said 
Mr. A. the gentleman has given us but one side of 
the picture. While he has held up to our view 
the splendid palaces and luxuries of the great, he 
has omitted to notice the scenes of beggary and 
desolation which stalk forth over that land. He 
has forgotten to tell us of the poor man’s hovel, 
and the wretched condition of the population in 
the manufacturing districts, where young children 
are samt to a premature grave, by hard and un- 
healthy labor, and whose parents spend the whole 
of their existence in a hopeless struggle against the 
demon, starvation. If the gentlemaa would give 
both sides of the picture, he would find that Great 
Britain was no very great argument in favor of his 
system. Besides, the gentleman had connected 
banking and civilization together. But if civiliza- 
tion depended upon banking, bow was it before 
1694, when that system was established in Eng- 
land? Would the gentleman ccntend that England 
was not civilized before that time, and that Shak- 
speare and Milton were not civilized? 

After answering a great many other points raised 
by Mr. Cuswine in favor of the banking system, 
Mr. A. said he would take a single objection raised 
by Mr. C. against this bill, which would serve as a 
specimen of allthe rest. It was in relation to the 
provisions of the sixteenth section, which required 
that “certificates of deposite” should be given by 
the collector or agent when money was paid over 
to him. Now it was contended by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, that these certificates of depo- 
site would become a part of the paper currency of 
the Government! How could such be the case? 
How could a mere receipt or certificate of deposite 
for money paid become a part of the currency? 
Would gentlemen pretend to say that with such 
certificates it would be possible to travel from one 
part of the country to another? Weuld any body 
be foolish enough to take such receipts for money? 
Why, upon the very same principle, a man, after 
paying a debt, and getiing a receipt, might go into 
a store and attempt to purchase goods with that 
receipt. Such a man would be laughed at as in- 
sane; and yet the gentleman from Massachusetts 
warns the people, that, in case this bill should pass, 
these receipts or certificates of deposite will become 
a part of the currency! Such, said Mr. A. are the 
arguments which gentlemen who oppose this bill 
use to terrify and alarm the people. 

After confuting many other objections in the 
same way, Mr. A. concluded by demanding 
of the Opposition that if they were not satisfied 
with this measure, they should propose some other 
in its stead. They all acknowledged that some 
remedy was necessary, and if this did not suit 
them, the country would demand of them that 
they should propose something which did. If they 
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refused, it would plainly prove that they dare not 
propose their system, and that they were wailing to 
establish their favorite United States Bank, not by 
argument, but by suffering. 

The remarks of Mr. A. will be given in extenso 
as early as convenient. 

Mr. LEET next obtained the floor, but, without 
proceeding in his remarks, the committee rose; 
when, 

Oa motion of Mr. CURTIS, 

The House, at 9 o'clock, p. m. adjourned. 





IN SENATE, 
Frinay, May 29, 1840. 

Mr. CUTHBERT presented the petition of J. 
D).Gibson; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
Richard Higgins; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a bill for the relief of Mary Prettyman; 
which was read, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Ambrose Ca- 
sey, made an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. P. also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Mary Snow; which was read, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on 
Foreign Reiations, to which was referred a bill to 
carry into effect a convention between the United 
States, and the Mexican Republic, reported the 
same without amendment. 

Mr. B. aiso, from the same Committee, reported 
a joint resolution, authorizing the President of the 
United States to accept certain presents from the 
Imaam of Muscat, and the Emperor of Morocco, 
and to dispose of the same; which was readgwice, 
and ordered to be engrosed for a third reading. 

On motion by Mr. WILLIAMS, the vote by 
which the unfavorable report of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in the case of Richard Mason was 
agreed to, was reconsidered. 

On motion by Mr. HUBBARD, the bill for the 
relief of General D. L. Clinch was recommitted 
to the Committee on Claims. 

An act to amend an act approved the 18th of Ja- 
nuary, 1839, entitled an act to amend an act enti- 
tled an act to require the judge of the District of 
East and West Tennessee to hold a court at Jack- 
son, in said State, approved June the eighteenth, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, and for other 
purposes, was considered as in committee of the 
whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Philip Barbour, was discussed by 
Messrs. LINN, HENDERSON, WALKER, and 
STRANGE, and its further consideration post- 
poned until Monday next. 

Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following mo- 
tion, which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby directed, tocommunicate to the Senate 
the correspondence between the District Attorney 
of the United States for the Delaware District, and 
the War Department, relative to the proceedings 
which have been taken for the recovery of the 
Peapatch,' and the correspondence between the 
persons claiming the said Peapatch, or their agents, 
and the Department, since the Ist of March, 1839. 

Mr. DAYIS submitted the following motion, 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of modify- 
ing the lawin relation to seamen discharged in 
foreign ports. 


GENERAL BANKRUPT LAW. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States, and after several 
amendments had been proposed, discussed, and 
disposed of, the further consideration of the Dill 
was postponed untii Monday next. 

The Senate then went into Executive session, 

And afterwards adjourned until Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, May 29, 1840. 

Mr. CHINN asked lcave to submit a resolution, 
calling upon the Postmaster General for informa- 
tron of the time when the postmaster at Baton 
Rouge became a defaulter, &c. 

Objection having been made to its reception, 

Mr. CHINN moved to suspend the rules, to en- 
able him to offer it, and on that motion demanded 
the yeas and nays; which, having been ordered, 
were—yeas 54, nays 34. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. TRIPLETT gave notice that he would, on 
Monday next, ask leave to introduce the bill indi- 
cated by him on yesterday, supplementary to the 
act granting pre-emplions to settlers on the public 
lands. 

The SPEAKER announced that the first busi- 
ness in order was the question of order raised by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Curtis} 
against the reception of the report of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Hitcen,}] from the 
Committee on Commerce, accompanied by a bill 
for the repeal of the law regulating pilots. 

Mr. DICKERSON, who was entitled to the 
floor, argued in favor of the right and power of 
a committee, under the settled principles of rules, 
to reconsider a vote. He said the gentlemen, 
whonow questioned the right of a committee tq re- 
gonsider a vote on the adoption of a report, should 
have met the question when it was proposed to re- 
fer the remonstrances which were received sirice 
the adoption of that report. The vote had been re- 
considered, and the House, by the act of reference 
of the remonstrances, received subsequently to the 
report, was, in itself, authority to the committee to 
reconsider. He considered it a matter settled. 
He argued that it was a power inherentin all de- 
liberative bodies to reconsider; and that the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. DromcooLE] was 
mistaken when he supposed the committees 
claim the right by the rule to reconsider, such 
was not the case. That right existed; but if 
the rule was applicable at all, it was to con- 
trol the power and natural right of commit- 
tees to reconsider; and not to confer the right. It 
could not be to confer the right, because the right 
was inherent in the body. The rules merely regu- 
lated the natural powers of the committees or of 
the House. Therefore those who contend that a 
committee had no right to reconsider, must show 
that there was a limitation in the rule of the right 
to reconsider. He argued, by the terms of the 
adoption ofthe rale, that the power had not been 
limited. Mr. D. adverted to the practice of the 
committees to show that they had exercised the 
power to reconsider; and cited a case at this ses- 
sion, in the Committee of Elections, where the ques- 
tion had been raised, and had been decided by a 
vote of that committee of seven to one, that they 
had the power to reconsider. He argued that, from 
the circumstance no instance could be found since 
the formation of the Government, where a com- 
mittee had asked the privilege of the House 
to reconsider a vote, that the power must 
have been exercised by the committees, without 
any authority from the House. If such had 
not been the case, many erroneous decisions 
mast have been made by the committees. The 
right was as important to the committee as it was 
to the House. He was willing that the Manual 
should have all the effect it was intended to have 
by Mr. Jefferson, but he did not believe that it was 
ever intended that this principle of the Manual, 
which had been quoted against the right of a com- 
mittee to reconsider, was ever intended to be opera- 
tive and binding on the standing committees. If 
the principle should obtain, it would give the mi- 
nority of the committee the power to control the 
majority on the final action. 


Mr. CRAIG said the only question before the 
House now was, whether the rule which prohibits 
the right of a committe to reconsider, was in facta 
rule adopted by the House. He contended that by 
the adoption of the parliamentary law as laid down 
in the Manual by Mr. Jefferson, such a rule was 
in existence. The rule expressly says that no com- 
mittee shall reconsider a vole except by authority 
of the House. The arguments that had been ad- 
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vanced might be a good reason why such a rip 
should not be adopted, or that it should be repealed 
but could not change or set aside the rule as it now 
existed. The rule was in existence and imperatiye 
that the committee shall not reconsider. , 

Mr. POPE made an argument in favor of the 
right ef the committee to reconsider a vote, and 
contended that the report of a committee was no; 
complete till the report was received by the House. 

Mr. BRIGGS obtained the floor; when 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had expired. 

Mr. J. W. JONES said in consequence of the 
advanced period of the session, and there being 
many important public bills on the calendar to be 
acted on, he felt himself impelled, by a sense of 
duty to the country, to make a motion to suspend 
the rules in relation to private business. He then 
asked a suspension of the rules to enable him to 
offer a resolution that the House would then re. 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on tie 
state of the Union. He said that he would, if the 
resolution be adopted, move in committee to take 
up the Independent Treasury bill. 

Mr. J. C. CLARK said he would agree to vote 
for the motion to suspend the rule, if the gentle. 
man would consent to go inte committee on the 
appropriation bills. 

{The Independent Treasury bill is the unfinished 
business of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. When the Administration 
party made an effort to go into commiltee on the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, which was 
recently passed, the Opposition were anxious to 
take up the Sub-Treasury bill in preference, and 
taunted the Administration with a desire to evade 
action on the Sub-Treasury bill, to defeat it by 
staving it off to the end of the session. The Oppo- 
sition were then in favor of acting on the Sub- 
Treasury, and now they are for delaying action on 
it, and to take up the appropriation bills, and thus 
defeat the bill.) 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, and disagreed to by yeas 106, 
nays 84, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Hugh J. Anderson, Atherton, Banks, Beat 
ty, Beirne, Black, Blackwell, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Burke, 
Sampson H. Butler, William O. Butler, Bynum, Carr, Carroll, 
Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Coles, Colquitt, Connor, Mark A 
Cooper, Wiliam R. Cooper, Craig, Crary, Cross, Dana, Johi 
Davis, Dickerson, Doan, Doig, Dromgoole, Ear], Eastman, Ely, 
Fisher, Fletcher, Floyd, Galbraith, Griffin, Hammond, Hand, 
John Hastings, Hawkins, Hill of North Carolina, Hilles, 
Hojleman, Holmes, Howard, Hubbard, Jacksoa, Jameson, 
Cave Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Kemble, 
Kille, Leadbetter, Leet, Leonard, Lewis, Lowell, Lucas, Mc- 
Clellan, McCullech, McKay, Mallory, Marchand, Muller, 
Montanya, Samuel . Morris, Newhard, Parrish, Parmen-: 
ter, Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, Fickens, Prentiss, Ramsey, 
Reynolds, Rhett, Edward Rogers, Ryall, Samuels, Shaw, 
Shepard, Albert Smith, John Smith, Thomas Smith, Siark- 
weather, Steenrod, Strong, Sumter, Swearingen, Sweney, 
Taylor, Philip F. Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Turney, Vander- 
poel, David D. Wagener, Weller, Wick, Jared W. Williams, 
and Henry Williams—106. : 

NAYS—Messrs. John W. Allen, Baker, Bell, Bond, Briggs, 
Brockway, Calhoun, W. B. Campbell, Carter, Chinn, Clark, J. 
Cooper, Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Cushing, Edw. 
Davies, Garret Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dellet, wards, 
Evans, Everett, Fillmore, James Garland, Rice Garland, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Goggin, Goode, Graham, Graves, Green, Grin: 
nell, Habersham, Hall, William 8S. Hastings, Hawes, Henry 
Hill of Va., Hoffman, James, Jenifer, Chas. Johnston, W. C., 
Johnson, Kempshall,Lincoln, McCarty,Marvin, Mason,Mitchell, 
Morgan, Calvary Morris, Osborne, Peck, Pope, Proffit, Randall, 
Randolph, Rariden, Ridgway, Russell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, 
Slade, Truman Smith en Storrs, rena deme g ad. 
dy Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Triplett, Trumbull, Under: 
wood, Edward D. White, John White, Thomas W. Wil. 
liams, Lewis Williams, Joseph L. Williams, and Christopher 
H. Williams—S4. . 

Not being two-thirds, the rules were not sus- 
pended. : 

Engrossed bill for the relief of John W. 
Faunce and Oliver Perren came up on its pat 
sage, when, ; 

Oa motion of Mr. BRIGGS, its further conside- 
ration was postponed till to-morrow. 

Engrossed bill for the relief of John.J. Roane was 
next taken up; and, J 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, who was opposed 
to the bill on principle, it was postponed. 

The bill for the relief of Benjamin Fry came vp 
on its engrossment. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST made a few remarks i 
favor of the bill. 

Mr. PROFFIT moved so to amend the bill as to 
insert the words, ‘‘according to law.” 

Mr. TILLINGHAST opposed the motion a 
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unusual and unnecessary; when the question was 
taken on the amendment, and disagreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading to-day. | 

Tne bill for the relief of General Daniel Parker 
came up in its order for engrossment; and 

A debate ensued, in which CAVE JOHNSON 

articipated in opposition to the bill on the ground 
that there was not the shadow of foundation for the 
claims, and,Messrs. LINCOLN, GOGGIN, and W. 
THOMPSON, participated in its favor, contendirg 
that the claims had been allowed to other officers 
under similar circumstances; and that it had re- 
ceived the unanimous sanction of the Military Com- 
mittee. Before the bill was passed upon, the 
House, at the hour of 23 o’clock took its usual recess: 

EVENING SESSION. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at the hour to 
which the House adjourned. 

There being but eighteen members present, the 
House remained ina state of quiescence for ten 
minutes; when 

Mr. BRIGGS moved a call of the House; which 
motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. McCULLOH moved that the House ad- 
journ; and on which motion the yeas and nays 
having been ordered, were—yeas 5, nays 53, as 


follows : 

YEAS—Messrs. Burke, Goggin, Holleman, McCulloh, and 
Petrikin—5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Banks, Baker, Beatty, Briggs, Calhoun, 
Carr, Carroll, Casey, Chapman, Coles, Mark A. Cooper, Wm. 
R. Cooper, Craig, Edward Davies, John Davis, Dellet, 
Doan, Duncan, Earl, Eastman, Edwards, Everett, Gerry, 
Giddings, Henrv, Howard, James, Charles Johnston, C. Johnson, 
Kempshall, Kille, Leadbetter, Lewis, Lincoln, McKay, 
Miller, Montanya, Patrish, Pope, Randall, Russell, Ryatl, 
Samuels, Thomas Smith, Stanly, Strong, Taliaferro, Taylor, 
Toland, Wick, J. W. Williams, T. W. Williams, Henry Wil- 
liams, and Lewis Williams—53 


Mr. BANKS moved a call of the House; which 
was ordered, by—yeas 34, nays 26. 

The roll was called over, and 85 members 
answered to their names; and tke list of absentees 
were called over till 114 answered to their names; 
when 

Mr. BANKS moved that the doors be opened for 
the purpose of admiiting those gentlemen who were 
outside the door; who he believed would make 
a quoram. 

‘The list of absentees having been called over, 
the following gentlemen, who were not present, were 
excused for various causes, viz: Messrs. Andrews, 
Anderson, Adams, Brewster, Davis of Indiana, 
Granger, Hammond, J. W. Jones, Lawrence, 
Naylor, Reed, Rariden, Wagener, and S. Wil- 
liams. 

Mr. MARVIN moved to suspend all further 
proceedings in the call, which was disagreed to on 
acount, by—ayes 37, noes 45. 

Mr. GRAVES moved that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
take the absentees into custedy; but 

Mr. BANKS having expressed a wish to debate 
that motion, . 

Mr. GRAVES withdrew it. 

Mr. JENIFER moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. LEWIS demanded the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which, on a count, were not ordered 
—ayes 39, noes 33. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and disagreed to. 

Mr. BANKS said, by opening the doors, a quo- 
Tum would soon be present to do the business of 
the nation; he, therefore, moved to dispense with 
farther proceedings in the call; and, on that 
motion, 

Mr. HUBBARD demanded the yeas and nays; 
which, having been ordered, were, yeas 55, 
nays 51. 

So all further proceedings in the call were dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. EVANS moved that the House adjourn; 
but the yeas and nays having been ordered, he 
withdrew the motion. 

The doors having been opened, and a quorum 
now being present, the House proceeded to 
business, 

The question being on ordering the bill for the 
relief of Gen. Daniel Parker to be engrossed for a 
third reading, 

Mr. GRAVES demanded the previous question; 
which having received a second, and the question 
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being then, “Shall the main question be now put?” 
that is, on ordering it to be engrossed, 

Mr. PETRIKIN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which, having been ordered, yere—yeas 75, nays 
53 


So the bill having been ordered to be engrossed, 
was engrossed, and read the third time and passed. 

Engrossed bill fur the relief of Benjamin Fry, 
was then reai the third time and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Andrew Low, the as- 
signee of Low, Taylor and Co. came up in its or- 
der on the question of engrossment; when 

Mr. PETRIKIN, who opposed the bill in a few 
remarks, contending that it had not received the 
sanction of the majority of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and that it would take several 
hundred thousand dollars out of the public Trea- 
sury, moved to recommitit to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, with instructions to report as 
the committee may find the facts to warrant. 

Mr. EVANS said the committee had given the 
bill full consideration—had reported all the facts 
in the case—and that it had been agreed to 
by a large majority of the Committee of Ways and 
Means; that, so far from the bill taking from the 
public Treasury several hundred thousand dollars, 
the whole amount of the duties paid on the 
goods (a part of which this bill proposes to refund) 
was but $44,000. 

Mr. HABERSHAM made some remarks in ex- 
planation of the bill, and in its favor, Then 

Mr. STANLY obtained the floor, and moved 
the previous question; which received a second. 

Mr. BROWN of Mississippi moved that the 
House adjourn; which was disagreed to—ayes 39, 
noes 54. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. PETRIKIN again moved that the House 
adjourn; which question was taken by tellers, 
Messrs. Graves, and Cuapman of Alabama acting 
as such, and was disagreed to by ayes 60, noes 71. 

The question then recurring on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. PETRIKIN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which having been ordered, were—yeas 80, nays 
51. 

The bill having been engrossed, 

Mr. MARVIN moved the previous question on 
its passage; which having (received a second, and 
the main question being ordered, the bill was read 
a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, 

The House, at the hour of 7 o’clock, p. m. ad- 
journed. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Sarorpay, May 36, 1840. 

Mr. ATHERTON gave notice that on Monday 
next he would make the following motion: 

Resolved, That so much of the 127th rule of the 
House as is in the following words, to wit: “Nor 
shall any rule be suspended except by a vote of at 
least two-thirds of the members present,” be, and 
hereby is, so far rescinded, that the House may, at 
any time, by a vote of the majority of the members 
present, suspend the rules and orders of the House 
for the purpose of going into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER annvunced that the first busi- 
ness in order was the question of order raised by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Curtis] against 
the reception of the report of the gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. Hitten,] from the Committee on 
Commerce, accompanied by a bill for the repeal of 
the law regulating pilots. 

Mr. BRIGGS spoke in favor of the power of the 
committee to reconsider a vote, when 

Mr. VANDERPOEL obtained the floor, said 
the question had been sufficiently discussed, and 
moved the previous question; which was se- 
conded. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL moved a call of the 
House. 

The CHAIR said that motion was not in order, 
the previous question having received a second. 

Mr. L. WILLIAMS, for the purpose cf gaining 
time, and getting a more full House before the 
question was taken, asit was an important one, 


moved that the House adjourn, and on that mo- 
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tion demanded the yeas and nays; which having 
been ordered, 

Mr. W. withdrew the motion, and substituted a 
motion to lay the whole subject on the table, and 
asked for the yeas and nays on that motion; 
which having been ordered, were—yeas 18, nays 
126. 

So the House refused to lay the question of re- 
ception on the table. 

The question recurring on the’ reception of the 
report of Mr. HiLten, as the report of a majority 
of the Committee on Commerce, the question was 
read from the journal as follows, te wit: 

“Mr. Hitten, a member of the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was referred memorials from 
pilots in New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Nor- 
folk, and Charleston, praying fora repeal of the 
law of March 2, 1837, concerning pilots, offered 
to make a report, as from said committee, accom- 
panied by a bill to repeal the said act, and before 
the said report and bill were read, 

“Mr. Curtis, chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, objected to the reception of the report, 
on the ground that it was not the act of a majority 
of the committee; although the committee in the 
first instance had adopted the report now offered to 
be made, yet it had reconsidered that decision up- 
on the reference by the House of additional papers 
to the committee, relating to the sabject; and had 
reversed its first decision, and directed him to make 
a report of a directly opposite character to the re- 
port now offered, which he was ready to submit to 
the House.” 

[This whole question turned upon the right of 
the committee to reconsider the vole adopting the 
report which the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HILLEN] proposed to make. Jefferson’s Manual, 
which has been adopted as rules for the govern- 
ment of the House when not inconsistent with the 
standing rules, says: ‘When a vote is once pas:ed 
in committee, it cannot be altered but by the 
House, their votes being binding on themselves.” 
There was no standing rule with which this 
clause in the Manual could conflict, and conse- 
quently was the only rule, in this particular, for 
the government of the committee.]} 

Mr. RANDOLPH demanded the yeas and nays 
on the question of reception. 

Mr. HILLEN inquired of the Cuair if the 
question was not, whether the report offered by 
him from the Committee on Commerce, ‘‘shall be re- 
ceived as the majority report.” 

The CHAIR replied in the affirmative. 

Tne yeas and nays having been ordered, were, 
yeas 86, nays 83, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Hugh J. Anderson, Atherton, Banks, Beatty, 
Beirne, Black, Biackwell, Boyd, Aaron VY. Brown, Burke, 
Sampson H. Butler, Wm. O. Butler, Carr, Carroll, Chapman, 
Clifford, Coles, Craig, Cross, Cushing, Dana, Davee, John 
Davis, Doan, Doig, Dromgoole, Duncan, Earl, Eastman, 
Fletcher, Floyd, Galbraith, Gerry, Hammond, Hand, John 
Hastings, Hawkins, Hill of North Carolina, Hillen, Hopkins, 
Howard, Hubbard, Jackson, Joseph Johnson, Cave Johnson, 
Nathaniel Jones, Leadbetter, Leet, Lewis, Lowell, Lucas, Mc- 
Clellan, McKay, Mallory, Marchand, Medill, Miller, Montan- 
a, Samuel W. Morris, Newhard, Parrish, Parris, Paynter, 
Petrikin, Prentiss, Reynolds, Rives, Edward Rogers, Samuels, 
Shaw, John Smith, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, Strong, Sumter, 
Swearingen, Taylor, Francis Thomas, Turney, Vanderpoel, 
David D. Wagener, Watterson, Weller, ick, J Ww. 
Williams, and Henry Williams—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, John W. Allen, Baker, Bell, Bond, 
Briggs," Brockway, Ansoa Brown, Caihoun, John Campbell, 
Wm. PB. Campbell, Carter, Casey, Chinn, Clark, James 
Cooper, Crabb, Cranston, Crockett, Curtis, Davies, Daweon, 
ae Dickerson, Dellet, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Fill- 
more, Fisher, James Garland, Rice Garland, Giddings, Gog- 
gin, Goode, Graham, Griffin, Grennell, Habersham, Ha 
William 8. Hastings, Hawes, Henry, Hill of Virginia, Hoff 
man, Hunt, James, Charles Johnston,Kempehall, Kille, Lin- 
coln, Marvin, Mason, Mitchell, Morgan, Calvary Morris, Nay- 
lor, Osborne, Peck, Pope, Randall, Randolph, Rayner, 
Ridgway, Russell, Ryall, Saltonstall, Sergeant, Slade, Traman 
Smith, Stanly, Sorrs, Stuart, Taliaferro, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Triplett, Trumbull, Warren, John White, Thomas W. Wil. 
liams, and Lewis Williams—83. 

So the report of Mr. Hitten, as a report from 
the majority of the Committee on Commerce, ac- 
companied by a bill for the repeal of the law regu- 
lating pilots, was received. ; 

The Crerx was in the act of reading the report 
and bill; when he was interrupted by 

Mr. RANDOLPH, who inquired of the Cnatr 
whether a motion to recommit was not in order. 

The CHAIR replied that it would be, after the 
bill was read. 


Mr. RANDOLPH said, inasmuch as the rule, 
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which denies the right of a standing committee to 
reconsider a vote, was considered binding by many 
gentlemen, and the only way to get round it 
was, to receive the report and commit it, he ac- 
cordingly made that motion. 

Mr. HILLEN said there was no farther matter, 
in substance, before the committee now, than there 
was when the report which was received was 
adopted by a majority of that committee. The 
subject had been before it for four or five months, 
and ample time had been given before the report 
had been adopted. Great indulgence had been 
given by the committee to those interested and who 
were opposed to the repeal of the act regulating 
pilots. The subject had been fully considered by 
the commitiee before the report was adopted. 
There was no new matter in substance referred, or 
proposed to be referred, to their consideration; he, 
therefore, hoped that the subject would not be 
recommiited. He called for the reading of the re- 
port and bill. 

Mr. BRIGGS made some remarks in favor of 
recommitting. The House had decided that a 
committee had no right to reconsider a vote. He, 
therefore, thought it was important that the subject 
should be recommitted, that the House might re- 
ceive the views of the majorily of that committee; 
which, it was admitted, were not presented in the 
report just received. 

Mr. HILLEN said it was the report of the ma- 
jority of the commitiee. 

Mr. BRIGGS said: That report has since been 
reconsidered; and the majority bave adopted ano- 
ther report. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired of the Crain whe- 
ther it was in order to recommit the dill uatil it had 
been read, and passed through its proper stage by 
the rule? 

The CHAIR said it was not. 

Mr. TILLINGHAST was in favor of fecom- 
mitting the report. The vote just taken was on the 
question of reception of the report that had been 
adopted by a majerity of the Committee of Com- 
merce at one time, but which had been subseqnenly 
reconsidered. The vote was aclose one; and he 
believed that if the naked abstract question of right 
in a committee to reconsider had been presented, 
the vote would have been different. He hoped 
the subject would be recommitted. 


Mr, FRANCIS THOMAS rose to make a few 
suggestions on the subject. The question was the 
simple one of recommitment. Buthad it not been 
just ascertained that the majority of the committee 
were adverse to the bill,and had already prejudged 
the question? It would be foreseen that the majo- 
rity of the committee was not then competent to de- 
liberate upon the matier. With these facts staring 
us in the face, was it right for the House to send it 
back to the Committee on Commerce, the majority 
of whom had not only pronounced their opinion, 
but also their judgment on thiscase? Would not 
such a course be in direct violation of that maxim 
of the law, which said it was not right to give the 
lamb to the wolf to nurse? He appealed to gentle- 
men whether it was right to recommit this subject 
to a committee, of which the majority had an an- 
tipathy to the bill. 

The morning hour haviag expired, Mr. T. sus- 
pended all further remarks. 


Mr. PROFFIT called for the orders of the day; _ 


before passing to which, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maryland gave notice that 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to abolish 
imprisonment for debt in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved to.suspend the rules 
to enable him to submit a motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. PROFFIT demanded the yeas and nays; 
which, having been ordered, were, yeas 103, 
nays 80. 

So the rules were not suspended: there not being 
two-thirds. 

Mr. GALBRAITH rose toa privileged ques- 
tion. He said, since the votehe had given on yes- 


terday in favor of the passage of the bill for the 
relief of General Danie! Parker, he had more fully 
examined into the merits of the’claim, and was 
satisfied that that bill should not pass, 


The op- 
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portunity was not afforded him to examine the 


question before the vote was taken. He therefore 
moved that the vote on the passage of the bill be 
reconsidered. 

Mr. GIDDINGS spoke of the merits of the claim, 
and said it abiill of more importance than was 
apparent on its face—that it was an entering wedge 
to a class of claims of the same character. He said it 


was not based upon principles of law or justice, | 


but its only merit seemed to be that he was entitled 


to the claim because others had received it in like | 


circumstances. He argued against the claim. 

Mr. COLES advocated the claim; spoke of the 
several favorable reports which had been made 
from the Military Committee, and the Ways and 
Means Committee, in its favor, as proof that there 
was great merit in the claim. It had also received 
the favorable consideration of the Departments 
years ago. 

Mr. GOGGIN : poke in opposition to the motion 
to reconsider, and 


Mr. GALBRAITH in favor of that motion; || 


when 
Mr. LINCOLN advocated the claim; spoke of 





the favorable report of the Committee on Military | 


Affairs in 1836, of which the now Vice President 
{Mr. Jounson] was the chairman. That report 
received the unanimous vote of that committee. 
He went into a history of the whole matter, and 
contended that the claim was one of merit unques- 
tionably. If one should rise from the dead, and 
speak with the tongue of an angel, the merits 
of the claim could not be made to appear more just 
or Clear. 


Mr. WADDY THOMPSON argued that every | 
officer similarly circumstanced bad received what | 


was proposed by the bill to be given to Gen. Parker; 
that is, double rations. It was a question of justice 
and equity, if not of law, and hoped the vote on 
the passage of the bill weuld not be reconsidered. 
Mr. SMITH of Indiana moved the previous 


question; which having been seconded, and the || 


main question ordered, viz: ‘‘Shall the vote be re- 
considered.” 

Mr. GALBRAITH demanded the yeas and 
nays; which having been ordered, were—yeas 86, 
nays 63. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question then recurred on the passag2 of 
the bill; when 

Mr. SMITH of Indiana moved to lay the bill on 
the table. 


Mr. EVANS demanded the yeas and nays on || 


that motion; which having been ordered, were— 
yeas 92, nays 64. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 

Engrossed bill entitled an act for the relief of 
John W. Bond and Oliver Perrin, came up in its 
order; and after a few remarks explanatory ef its 
principles, by Messrs. EVERETT and HOP- 
KINS, it was read the third time and passed. 

The bill for the relief of John J. Roane next 
came up in order on its engrossment, when a de- 
bate ensued, in which Messrs. HOPKINS and 
PROFFIT participated in opposition to the bill, 
and Mr. PETRIKIN in its favor; but before any 
action thereon, 

The House, at half-past 2 o’clock, took its usual 
recess. 

EVENING SESSION. 

After the recess the SPEAKER resumed the 
chair, when 

Mr. EVANS of Maine observed that there was 
no quorum present, and that being the case, the 
Sreaxer had no right totake the chair, it being 
contrary to the parliamentary law. The parlia- 
mentary law was, that if there was no querum pre- 


The question then being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, resulted as follows—yeas 46, nays 47, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. EVANS then called upon the Sreaxgg,, 
adjourn the House, there being no quorum, 

Mr. PROFFIT read the rule which relates to ih. 
adjournment of the House. : 

Mr. EVANS referred to the Congressiong) 
Maoval, and argued that the practice in the British 
House of Commons was forfihe Speaker to adjonry 
the House without any question, when it appeare; 
there was not a quorum present. He therefore 
contended, that in the present case, there being no 
quorum, the Speaker was bound to adjourn the 
Honse, without any question on the adjournment, 

The SPEAKER said the gentleman from Maine 
was partly right and partly wrong. The Speaker 
of the House of Commons ceuld adjourn the 
House for want of a qaorum without a question 
being taken; but the rule required him to remain 
inthe chair either two or four hours first, he could 
not recollect which. 

Mr. BRIGGS said as the House had refused to 
adjourn, he would move a call of the House. 

Mr. PROFFIT demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PETKIKIN moved an adjournment. 

Mr. PROFFIT said he was entitled to the floor 
and objected to the motion of adjournment being 
entertained. 

Mr. BRIGGS called upon the Cuair to coun 
the House. 

The CHAIR did so, and reported 107 members 
present. 

Mr. HOFFMAN renewed the motion to aé- 
journ. 

Mr. PROFFIT demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

Tellers were then called for, but refused. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and decided in the aflirmative—ayes 79, 
noes 35. 

So at half-past 4, p. m. the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE, 
Monpay, June 1, 1840. 
Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial of c:- 
tizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the imposition 


| ofa duty of foreign silk; which was referred to the 
|| Committee on Finance. 


sent, the Speaker ought to adjourn the House | 


without any question, 

After some debate of a conversational character 
between Messrs. EVANS and McKAY, 

Mr. BRIGGS moved an adjournment. 

On that motion Mr. PROFFIT demanded the 
yeasand nays; which were ordered. 


Mr. EVANS again insisted that the Sreaxer 
could not, in accordance with parliamentary law, 
entertain a question on the adjournment. If there 
was no quorum preseat, he was bound to adjourn 
the House forthwith. 


Mr. LINN presented a memorial of the presi- 
dent and trustees of the town of Green Bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the memorial of the 
Board of Trade of the city of New York in favor 


| of certain modifications of the proposed bankrupt 





Jaw in favor of the creditor; which was read, or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. NICHOLAS presented a letter of the Se- 
cretary of the Treasury relative to the quantity and 
value of sugar imported, and. refined sugar export- 
ed, during the year ending September, 1839; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the memorial of 
citizens of the State of New York in favor of the 
passage of a bankrupt law; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. T. also presented a memorial of citizens of 
the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the use of 
blosdhounds in the Florida war; which was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky presented the petition 
of citizens of Ohio, praying for an increase of dv- 
ties on foreign silk; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of certain citi- 
zens of Stoddard county, Missouri, praying the 
establishment of a mail ronte; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office. 

Mr. SOUTHARD submitted papers relating to 
the boarding pistols and rifles invented by Samuel 
Colt; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STURGEON submitted the following mo- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be re- 
quested to examine and report on the claim of 
Mrs. Hannah Elmore, who claims a pension in 
consequence of the services of the husband of the 
said Hannah during the Revolutionary war. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
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to which was referred the bill for the relief of John 
HH. Genther, made an unfavorable report theron; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill granting a pension to 


Margaret Jamison, reported the same without | 


amendment. 


‘Mr. P. also, from the same committee, to which | 


was referred the bill for the relief of Elizabeth 
Davidson, reported the same without amendment. 

Mr. P. also, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the bill for the relief of Elizabeth 
French. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill for the 
relief of Mary Sroufe, reported the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, to which was referred the bill for the relief 
of the children of Stephen Johnston, deceased, re- 

rted the same without amendment. 

Mr. L. also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of the representatives of 
Wade Hampton, reported a bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Daniel Clark, Donald- 
son and Scott, and William Conway; which was 
read and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. L. also from the same committee, to which 
was referred, 

A bill confirming the claim of Augustine La- 
coste, to a certain tract of land therein named; and 

A bill for the relief of William Marbury, of 
Louisiana; reported the same severally with 
amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the bill for the relief of John 
L. Bowman, and Enoch C. Noyes, reported the 
same without amendment. 

The act to amend an act approved the 18th of 
January, 1839, entitled an act to amend an act en- 
tiled an act to require the judge of the District of 
East and West Tennessee to hold a court at Jack- 
son, in said State, approved June the eighteenth, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, and for other 
purposes; and 

The joint resolution, authorizing the President of 
the United States to accept certain presents from 
the Imaum of Muscat, and the Emperor of Mo- 
rocco, and to dispose of the same, 
were severally read a third time, and passed. 

The report from the Committee on Claims, in 
the case of the heirs of Robert Fulton, deceased, 
was taken up, and Mr. MERRICK addressed the 
Senate, at length, in opposition to the report, and 
in faver of the claim, but before concluding, the 
oo passed to the consideration of the special 
order. 

GENERAL BANKRUPT LAW. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
lo establish a uniform system of bankrupicy 
throughout the United States, and after several 
amendments had been proposed and discussed by 
Messrs. WRIGHT, CUTHBERT, WEBSTER, 
STRANGE, TALLMADGE, and PRENTISS— 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama moved to strike out so 
much of the 18th section as proposed to include 
banking corporations. He did not iniend to go at 
large into the discussion as to the power of Con- 
gress to embrace this class of corporations in the 
billunder consideration. It had been his misfor- 
(une to be absent durifig a considerable part of the 
discussion that had been going on, and, therefore, 
he had not heard atl the arguments in favor or in- 
cluding them; but he occupied a position in regard 
lo this matter which settled the question with him 
without difficulty. He represented a State which 
had seven banking institutions, the capital of five 
of which was entirely furnished by herself, and all 
the liabilities of which she held herself bound to re- 
deem. Of course he was not prepared to 
put the State of Alabama in a condition 
of bankruptcy. Of the sixth institution, his 
State held two-fifths of the capital, and ap- 
pointed her portion of the direction; and of tne 
seventh institution, two-fifths of the capital was 
reserved for the State, though not yet taken. By 
the laws of Alabama, no bank could be organized 
‘nit without her being interested in it. Under 

circumstances, he could not vote for including 
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banking corporatiens in the bill, and he hardly be- || 


lieved that any honorable Senator was prepared to 
include banks so situated. Asa friend te the rights 
of the States, and believing it to be indispensable 
to protect those rights, and preserve the institutions 
which the States considered valuab'e, he could not 
vote for a bill containing such broad lan- 
guage in regard to them as this did. Char- 
tered by the State, responsible to the States, 
in many instances responsible to the Legis- 
latures, and in all 
judicial tribunals, the States had, also, in many in- 
stances received a bonus for the grants of charters. 
There were many instances of thiskind in other 
States, and, at all events, some benefits had been 
reserved to the people for chartering these institu- 
tions. It was unnecessary to pass on to the other 
sections; this question was a test question, and he 
would therefore ask for the yeas and nays on it. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed a wish to address 
the Senate on the subject; but as the hour was 
late, the further consideration of the bill was _post- 
poned till to-morrow. 

On motionof Mr. BUCHANAN, the Senate 
took up and considered, as in committee of the 
Whole, the Lillto carry into effect the treaty be- 
tween the United States and Mexico; and it was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The Senate then adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Mownpay, June 1, 1840. 
Mr. CUSHING rose to a privileged question, but 
gave way [to 

Mr. WADDY THOMPSON, who asked per- 
mission from the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
make a brief statement in relation to some im- 
portant communications from the Secretary of War 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, in relation to 
the troubles in Florida. 

Mr. T. who is chairman of the Military Com- 
mittee, proceeded to state that a communication 
had been received from the War Departments 
enclosing two letters from the head quarters of 
the army, conveying the lamentable intelligence 
that a vigorous attack had been made by the 
Indians, who had again concentrated their force, 
in greater numbers than.before. He desired that 
the communications might be read; after which, he 
was sure the House would agree with himin the 
opinion that the bill reported by the committee for 
raising 1,508 men, ought to be acted upon without a 
moment’s delay. 

The several letters were then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. THOMPSON again expressed his hope 
that the House would not hesitate a moment in 
acting upon the bill. Jt was simple in its 
nature; its' provisions were by no means intricate, 
and one half hour would be sufficient to dispose of 
it. If there was any gentleman who might wish 
to say any thing on the policy of Government or 
other matters connected with the Florida war, there 
were several other bills to come up connected with 
on which such speeches might be made. Under 
those circumstances, he sincerely hoped that 
the bill reported by the committee for the rais- 
ing of 1,500 men, would be suffered to pass without 
delay. It wasa bill having the sanction of the 
Secretary of War, and although he would not say 
the measures it proposed would determine the war, 
yet he was confident it would do more towards 
bringing it to a speedy close than any other plan. 
He was sure there could be no serious objection to 
it, after hearing the communications which had 
been read, and which were calculated to arouse the 
feelings of every patriot. He was confident the 
House would not refuse to go into Commitiee of 
the Whole at once on the bill. He entreated it, 
nay, in the name of the suffering people of Florida, 
he demanded that action should at once be had. 

Mr. T. concluded by moving a suspension of 
the rules for the purpose of going into Committee 
of the Whole on the aforesaid bill. 

Mr. DOWNING of Florida wished to say a few 
words un this subject, in addition to what had been 
already stated by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina. Mr, D. stated that he had received letters 
from Florida, dated the 23d May, some little time 


instances responsible to the | 





later than the date of the facts referred to by the 
Secretary of War, and which confirmed the ac- 
counts transmitted to the Department. He said 
that among other instances of outrage, was one 
where two wagons had left the city of St. Augus- 


| tine, under an escort of five United States soldiers, 
| but they had not proceeded above six miles from 


the city before they were attacked. 
After reciting the particulars of this outrage, 


| which were not heard by the Reporter, Mr. D. ap- 


pealed to the House, whether, under this state of 
things, it could deny protection to the people of 
Florida any longer; when it appéared that not a 
man could leave his home without danger of an at- 
tack, and where no citizen was safe, but in a 


| walledtown? He sincerely hoped there would be 


no objection to taking up the bill. 
Mr. COLES did not rise for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the merits of the bill referred to by the 


| chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
| who seemed to be of opinion that it would not oc- 


cupy the time of the House. He(Mr. C ) was of 
avery different opinion. He considered the bill 
by no means simple in its provisions, but very in- 
tricate indeed, and which must necessazily create 
discussion. As for the communications from the 
Secretary of War, he did not consider the informa- 
tion transmitted of that importance which required 
immediate action, especially when it was considered 
that so many other subjects were demanding our 


, attention. He hoped the House would not consent 
| at pesent to go into committee on that biti. 


Mr. PROFFIT having called for the yeas and 


| nays on the motion to suspend the rules, they were 





ordered, and were—yeas 110, nays 94. So the 
rules were not suspended, there not being two- 
thirds. 

Mr. W. THOMPSON inquired of the Crair 
whether it would be in order to suspend the rules 
for this day only; if so, he made that motion. 

Mr. ATHERTON suggested to the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. THompson] that, if he 
would permit the business to take its reguiar or- 
der, his object could be accomplished much sooner. 
This was resolution day; and, if he would permit 
resolutions to be received, that which he gave no- 
tice, on Saturday, he would offer this day, for the 
repeal of the rule, could be adopted in a very few 
minutes, and it would then require but a majority 
to go into committee on the Florida bill, instead of 
two-thirds. But if this resolution was not passed 
to-day, to give itinto the power of the members 
of the House to take up whatever bill it pleased, 
it would not again be in order for two weeks to 
offer it, without a suspension of the rules, which 
would require a vote of two-thirds. Therefore, 
those who are in fact in favor of passing upon the 
Florida bill immediately, and without delay, would 
accomplish that object by voting against suspend- 
ing rules at that time, for the purpose of passing 
the resolution indicated by him, so as to put it in 
the power of a majority of the House to take up 
the bill at any time. He hoped the House would 
not suspend the rules till the resolution was 
adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to suspend the rules 
for this day; and on that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered and were—yeas 
116, nays 85. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HUNT said whatever might be the views 
of gentlemen as to the policy of the managment of 
war, there could be but one view as to the sufferings 
of the people of Florida. He therefore moved to 
suspend the rules for two hours. 

Mr. PROFFIT demanded the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. PETRIKIN submitted whether it was in or- 
per to make this motion to suspend the rules 
for two hours, the House having refused twice to 
suspend for any time, on the principle that the ma- 
jor absorbed the minor proposition. These motions 
were evidently made to waste the time of the 
Howse, and to prevent action on the resolution of 
Mr. Atuerton, which proposed to place it in the 
power of a majority of the House to take up this 
bill, ox any other bill they may wish. This sudden 
sympathy by the Whig party for the suffering peo- 
ple of Florida was as unusual as it was unnatural 
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to them; and it was merely feigned for the 
occasion, to defeat the resolution above indicated, 
which, if it were passed, would place the business of 
the nation in the hands of a majority of the 
Representatives of the people, and thus take it out 
of the hands of this factious minority, who are now 
trying to defeat the resolution by the power they 
have under the rales—the power which it is pro- 
posed by the resolution to be repealed to-day. If 
the rules were to be suspended for two hours, or 
for the whole day, they would get up a debate on 
the bill and stave it off, for the purpose of defeat- 
ing other legis!ation. The people understand this 
stratagem of that party, and he hoped that the pro- 
position to suspend the rales would be voted down, 
as it ought to be, by those who are sincerely sym- 
pathizing with the suffering people of Florida, and 
who are anxious now, as they have been anxious 
at other sessions, as well as at the early part of this 
session, to pass measures to alleviate their suffer- 
ings; but the majority of the House are powerless, 
and will remain so until the resolution to alter the 
rules, which is proposed to be offered by the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr, Arnerron] to- 
day, shall be passed. 

The CHAIR decided that the motion to suspend 
the rules for a given time was in order. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered on the 
motion to suspend the rules, were—yeas 101, nays 
98. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. TRIPLETT, in accordance with notice 
previously given, moved to suspend the rules to 
enable him to report the bill amendatory ef the act 
granting pre-emption rights to the settlers on the 
public lands; which was passed by the House a 
few days ago. 

Mr. ATHERTON inquired of the Crarr whether 
it would not be in order for the gentleman to report 
the bill when his State was called, without any sus- 
peasion of rules. 

The CHAIR replied that it would, 

Mr. TRIPLETT demanded the yeas and nays; 
which having been ordered, were—yeas 72, nays 
121. 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CUSHING, alter some preliminary fe- 
marks, moved a reconsideration of the vote by 
which, on Saturday last, the House decided that 
the report of Mr. Hitten, from the Committee on 
Commerce, in relation to the pilot law, should be 
received as the report of the majority thereof. 

Mr. C. explained that, when he voted, on Satur- 
day, he considered he was voting on the point of 
order, and not on the merius of the bill. If that 
vote was to be considered as deciding the merits of 
the bill, he should wish to change his vote; as, al- 
though he agreed with the point of order, he was 
against the bill. With the exception of some 
three or four gentlemen, he was surprised to see 
that the vote on Saturday was a pure party ques- 
tion. How that was, he did not pretend to say; 
but he moved to reconsider the vote, with a view of 
giving gentlemen an opportunity of again examin- 
ing the matter. Mr. C. at some length, adverted 
to the extreme inconvenience of many of the rules 
in Jefferson’s Manual, which had been adopted by 
the House. 

Mr. CLIFFORD moved the previous question 
on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved a call of the House, 


and on that motion demanded the yeas and nays;, 


which being ordered, were—yeas 26, nays 128. 

So the call was not ordered. 

Mr. PROFFIT moved to lay the whole subject 
on the table, and on that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered, and resulted—yeas 
70, nays 120. 

So the House refused to lay it on the table. 

The question then recurred on the second to the 
previous question. 

Mr. PROFFIT having demanded tellers to as- 
certain that fact; and Messrs. Caarman of Alaba- 
ma and W. C. Jonnson having been appointed 
such, reported ihat there were ayes 112, noes 51. 

So the previous question having received a se- 
cond—and the question, on ordering the main ques- 
tion, being next in order, 

Mr. PROFFIT demanded the yeas and n 


which having been ordered, were—yeas 118, nays 
8 


So the House having determined that the main 
question should be then pat—which main question 
was, Shall the vote on the reception of the report 
be reconsidered? 

Mr. PROFFIT called for the yeas and nays; 
which, having been ordered, were—yeas 84, nays 
103. 

So the House refused to reconsider the vote— 
Mr. Cosninc, who made the motion to reconsider, 
having voted against it. 

The House took its usual recess at half past two 
o’cloek. 

EVENING SESSION. 

After the recess, 

The SPEAKER resumed the chair. 

Mr. SMITH of Maine rose to ask if resolutions 
were then in order from the State of Maine. 

The SPEAKER answered in the affirmative. 

Mr. SMITH. Then I wish to offer the follow- 
ing resolution, which I desire may be read by the 

Clerk. 

Mr. STANLY moved to adjourn. 

Mr. SMITH. I have the floor, and do not yield 
it for the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. STANLY insisted on having his motion to 
adjourn put. 

The SPEAKER decided that the motion to ad- 
journ could not be entertained, inasmuch as the 
gentleman from North Carolina had no right to 
the floor to make the motion, the floor being in the 
possession of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. SMITH said he was certainly entitled to the 
floor, and so long as he kept it, no gentleman could 
make any motion. He had risen in the first place 
and asked the Speaker if resolutions were in order 
from Maine. The Speaker replied in the affirma- 
tive. That being the case, he now offered the 
resolution he held in his hand, and on it he moved 
the previous question. 

Mr. PROFFIT rose to a point of order. The 
gentleman from Maine could not offer a resolution, 
and move the previous question upon it before the 
resolution was read. 

Mr. EVANS said he wished also to state a ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to more than one 
question of order being entertained at a time. 

The SPEAKER said that the point of order of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Evans] could not 
be entertained until after the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Indiana should have been 
disposed of. 

After some remarks from Mr. BELL in relation 
to the rules for governing such proceedings, 

Mr. EVANS persisted in urging his objection, 
which was, that the rule required the Speaker to 
call for resolutions, whereas the gentleman [Mr. 
ig had offered the resolution without such 
call, 

The SPEAKER again reminded Mr. Evans 
that but one question of order could be raised at a 
time. 

In relation to the point of order raised by Mr. 
Prorrit, after some further debate, 

The SPEAKER decided that it had been his first 
impression that the spirit of the 23d rule required a 
resolution to lay over, if any member intimated a 
wish to debate it, although the previous question 
had been called. But in compliance with nume- 
rous suggestions from members in the House, the 
practice had been changed, and it was decided on 
the Monday before, on the Cumberland road me- 
morial, that ifthe previous qnestion were called 
and seconded, the memorial would not lie over, al- 
though a member expressed the wish to debate the 
motion to commit with instructions, because the 
previous question would cut off such debate, should 
the main question be ordered. 

From this decision, Mr. PROFFIT took an ap- 
peal, which appeal the Speaker decided was not 
then in order. 

Mr. SMITH explained that the resoluticn he 
offered was the resdlution of which notice had 
been given on Saturday by the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, (Mr. Arnerton.] Mr. 8. con- 
tended that although the notice had been given by 
a member from another State, yet he, with the 
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permission of that member, had a right to submit 
the resolution. 

Mr. ATHERTON here stated that he had given 
his consent. 

The SPEAKER decided that the gentleman from 
Maine had no right to offer a resolution, notice o 
which had been given by a member from another; 
State. 

From this decision Mr. SMITH took an appeal 
and on that appeal moved the previous question, 
which being seconded, the main question was oy. 
dered, and being put, the decision of the Craig was 
not sustained—yeas 89, nays 92. 

The SPEAKER was about to divide the Hous 
to ascertain whether the previous question was de. 
manded, when 

Mr. BELL submitted the following as a question 
of order: 

“ The gentleman from Maine offered a resoly. 
tion, and, before it was read or stated from the 
chair, moved the previous question. The point 
of order was, that it was not in order to move the 
previous question on a resolution before it was read 
or stated from the chair.” 

The SPEAKER stated that it was in conformity 
with the former decision and practice of the Hong, 
to move the previous question when the resolution 
was moved, for the reason that the member who 
offered the resolution was entiiled to the floor upo 
it before any other could obtain it; and therefore 
it saved time, without violating the right of any 
other member, to enable him to offer the resolution, 
and call the previous question at the same instant, 
without going through the form of announcing the 
proposition before the floor was given him to de. 
mand the previous question upon it. 

From this decision Mr. BELL took an appeal. 

The question being on the appeal of Mr. Bet, 

Mr. CLARK moved a call of the House. 

On that motion Mr. PROFFIT demanded the 
yeas and nays, which being ordered, were—yeas 
48, nays 139. 

So the call was not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the appeal, and 
being put as follows: “Shall the decision of the 
Cnair stand?” it passed in the affirmative—yea 
118, nays 85. 

YEAS—Messts. Atherton, Banks, Beatty, Beirne, Blact 
Blackwell, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Albert G. Brown, Burke 
Sampson H. Butler, William O.Butler, Bynum, Carr, Car 
roil, Casey, Chapman, Clifford, Coles, Colquitt, Connor, Mark 
A. Cooper, Craig, Crockett, Cross, Dana, Davee, John Davis, 
John W,. Davis, Dickerson, Doan, Doig, Dromgovle, Duncan, 
Earl, Eastman, Ely, Fletcher, a Fornance, Galbraith, 
Gerry, Griffin, Hammond, Hand, John Hastings, Hawkins 
Hill of North Carolina, Hillen, Holleman, Holmes, Hook, 
Hopkins, Howard, Hubbard, Jackson, Jameson, Joseph Jobn- 
son, Cave Johnson, Nathaniel Jones, John W. Jones, Keim, 
Kille, Leadbetter, Leet, Leonard, Lewis, Lowell, Lucas, 
McClellan, McCulloh, McKay, Mallory, Marchand, Medill, 
Miller, Montanya, Montgomery, Samuel W. <M New: 
hard, Parrish, Parmenter, Parris, Paynter, Petrikin, Pickens, 
Prentiss, Ramsey, Reynolds, Rhett, Rives, Edward Rogers, 
Ryall, Samuels, Shaw, Albert Smith, John Smith, Thomas 
Smith, Starkweather, Steenrod, Strong, Sumter, Swearingen, 
Sweney, ‘Taylor, Philip F. Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Turney, Vanderpoel, Vroom, David D. Wagener, Waitter- 
son, Weller, Wick, J.W. Williams, Henry Williams, Jo 
seph L. Williams, and Worthington—118. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alford, John W. Allen, Andrews, Baker, 
Barnard, Bell, Bond, Briggs, Brockway, Calhoun, John Camp. 
bell, Carter, Chinn, Clark, James Cooper, Crabb, Curtis, 
Cushing, Davies, Garret Davis, Dawson, Deberry, Dennis, 
Dellet, Edwards, Evans, Everett, Fillmore, Gentry, Giddings, 
Goggin, Goode, Graham, Graves, Green, Grinnell, Habersham, 
Hall, William S. Hastings, Henry, Hill of Virginia, Hoffman, 
Hunt, James, Charles Johnston, Kempshall, Lincoln, Marvin, 
Mason, Mitchell, Morgan, Calvary Morris, Naylor, Nisbet, 
Ogle, Osborne, Pope, Proflit, Randall, Randolph, Rayner, 
Reed, Ridgway, Russell, Saltonstall, Sergeant, Slade, Troman 
Smith, Stanly, Storrs, Stuart, Taliaferro, Waddy Thompson, 
Tillinghast, Toland, Triplett, Trumbull, Underwood, Peter J. 

Wagener, Warren, Edward D. White, John White, Thoma 
W. Williams, Lewis Williams, and Christopher H. Wi: 
liams—85. 


Mr. BELL then demanded that the question, 
““Will the House now consider the resolution,” be 
put, and stated that he desired to debate the reso: 
lution. He also demanded that under the 22d 
rule, which provides that “all resolutions that give 
rise to debate, shall lie over for discussion,” &. 
the resolution should lie over. 


The SPEAKER 4evided that the call of the pre- 
vious question did not deprive any other member 
of the right to raise the question of consideration. 
This could not be demanded according to rule, until 
the proposition was announced, and the mover of 


the propesition might defeat this indispensable 
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